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EMPLOYMENT-UNEMPLOYMENT

FRIDAY, MAY 6, 1977

CoNGREss oF THE UNITED STATES,
Jornt Economic COMMITTEE,
Washington, D.C.

The committee met, pursuant to notice, at 11 a.m., in room 6226,
Dirksen Senate Office Building, Hon. Gillis W. Long (member of
the committee) presiding.

Present : Representatives Reuss and Long.

Also present: John R. Stark, executive director; Louis C. Kraut-
hoff I1, assistant director; Richard F. Kaufman, general counsel; G.
Thomas Cator, professional staff member; Mark Borchelt, adminis-
trative assistant; and Charles H. Bradford, Stephen J. Entin, M.
Cathﬁgine Miller, and Mark R. Policinski, minority professional staff
members.

OPENING STATEMENT OF REPRESENTATIVE LoNa

Representative Loxe. The committee will come to order.

Mr. Shiskin, on behalf of the Joint Economic Committee, I would
like to welcome you here once again to discuss the unemployment and
inflation figures for April.

According to this morning’s “Employment Situation” release, un-
employment in April declined significantly from 7.3 percent in March
to 7 percent. If T recall correctly, this is the lowest unemployment
rate since December 1974.

Mr. Smisgin. It is the lowest figure in 29 months.

Representative Lona. This month’s improvement was apparently
the result of a rather large 550,000 gain in total employment, combined
with a relatively moderate increase in the labor force of just over
200,000. T hope you will evaluate these two figures in your statement,
and tell us whether you think this pattern will hold for the rest of the
year or will be reversed.

As to inflation, yesterday’s figures on wholesale price increases are
very disturbing. The April increase in the wholesale price index of
1.1 percent is the third increase in a row of that magnitude. Since
_ this index rose at a much more moderate rate during 1976, I think
we should spend some time during this hearing exploring whether
the past 3 months represent a temporary blip that will moderate dur-
ing the spring and summer, or whether it represents the start of new
inflationary pressures. °

We are pleased to have Congressman Reuss with us. Do you have
anything before we call on Mr. Shiskin ¢

Representative Reuss. No, let’s just get to the meat of it.

Reperenstative Lona. Go ahead, Mr. Shiskin.

(1787)
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STATEMENT OF HON. JULIUS SHISKIN, COMMISSIONER, BUREAU
OF LABOR STATISTICS, DEPARTMENT OF LABOR, ACCOMPANIED
BY ROBERT L. STEIN, ASSISTANT COMMISSIONER, OFFICE OF
CURRENT EMPLOYMENT ANALYSIS, AND JOHN F. EARLY, CHIEF,
DIVISION OF INDUSTRIAL PRICES AND PRICE INDEXES

Mr. Smsgin. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Asusual, T have a brief statement. .

Before reading it, I will point out that Mr. Robert L. Stein, Assist-
an(tl', Commissioner for Current Employment Analysis is with me again
today.

Mf',. Layng, who -usually accompanies me, is on a business trip, so
Mr. John Early is going to help me out with questions on prices.

Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, I wish to offer the
Joint Economic Committee a few brief comments to supplement our
press release, “The Employment Situation,” issued this morning
at 10 a.m.

The economy completed the 25th month of the current economic
expansion in April with another sharp rise in employment and aggre-
gate hours and a further decline in unemployment.

The labor force increased by 220,000 in April ; employment rose by
550,000; and unemployment declined by 330,000.

Over the past 6 months, employment has risen by 2.3 million, an
average of 380,000 per month; this compares with virtually no job
growth during the previous 6 months. Unemployment has declined by
nearly a full point since last October. Over the same period, other
measures of economic performance have also improved substantially,
including real GNP, industrial production, real retail sales, and real
personal income—adjusted for transfer payments. Recent rises in the
index of leading indicators suggest that expansion will continue in
the months immediately ahead. .

The decline in unemployment was not only substantial, but also
widespread. With only an exception here and there, all economic,
demographic, industry and occupational groups participated. Long-
term unemployment also continued to drop. Even at the reduced rate,
however, total unemployment remains at an unprecedented high level
for this stage of economic expansion.

Total employment reached 90 million jobs, with increases of more
than one-half million in March and again in April. Nonagricultural
employment also expanded vigorously, and during the past 2 months
there has been substantial growth in manufacturing and construction
employment. Aggregate hours rose again, both in the total private
economy and in manufacturing. The employment-population ratio
continued to advance toward its all-time high'in early 1974.

During the past two JEC hearings on the employment situation,
there was considerable discussion of a two-tier pattern of unemploy-
ment, with younger workers taking one path—that of continuing
high unemployment—and experienced workers taking another path—
that of fairly strong decline. Empirical evidence BLS has assembled
on this matter confirms the existence of such a dual pattern. I refer
you to the chart attached to my statement.

Since May 1975, the total unemployment rate has declined by 2 per-
centage points, or 22 percent. At the same time, there has been a
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much larger decline in the rate for job Josers—experienced workers
who have been laid off or terminated from their jobs—about 40 per-
cent. On the other hand, there has been little change for everybody
else—new entrants, reentrants, and job leavers—who are mostly teen-
agers and women. ,

The pattern also is evident—though not so clearly—in unemploy-
ment statistics by age. Thus, there has been a sharp drop in the un-
employment rate for men and women 20 and over—26 percent—but
o much smaller decline in the unemployment rate for teenagers,
about 12 percent.

This pattern shows up again divergent trends of full-time workers
and part-time workers, with a decline of 25 percent for full-time
workers since the beginning of the current expansion in the spring of
1975, and a decline of only 7 percent in the rate for those seeking
part-time jobs.

It seems clear from these figures that substantial declines, more
consistent with improvements in other sectors of the economy, have
taken place amon% experienced, adult employees, while little improve-
ment has taken place among younger persons and those seeking part-
time jobs.

In the three previous periods of recovery—1971-73, 1961-63,
1958-61—the cyclical declines in the unemployment rates for adult
workers also was greater than the decline in the rate for teenagers.
Thus the present cyclical patterns appear to be typical. However,
the declines for both age categories in the earlier expansions were
greater and faster than in the current expansion.

In response to a request by Chairman Bolling, I am adding a few
comments about recent developments in prices.

Recent fluctuations in prices are much more similar to those that
took place prior to 1973 than those during the 1973-74 bulge.

The Wholesale Price Index showed a sharp drop in the rate of in-
crease in late 1974 and early 1975 following the great bulge in 1973
and 1974. Over the past 6 months or so, the rates of increase in the
components of the WPI, which include farm products and processed
foods, have risen; however, the annual rate of increase in the whole-
sale prices of industrial commodities has fluctuated around a flat trend
of 7 percent or so for about 2 years.

Following about 2 years of decline, the rate of increase in the Con-
sumer Price Index has turned up during the past few months. This
upturn is evident in all the major components.

While, on balance, most prices have risen in recent months, at this
time the increases do not resemble those that took place during the
rapid inflation of 1973-74.

Preliminary data to be released by the BLS next week show that
the share of the consumption dollar going to automobile-related ex-
penditures increased more between the early 1960’s and 1970’s than
any other component, and much more rapidly than for the previous
decade. Housing increased its share by a small amount, but the shares
going to food at home and clothing continued their historical declines.
The release will compare the results of nationwide surveys of consumer
expenditures conducted by the Government in 1960-61 and 1972-73.

My colleagues and I shall now try to answer your questions.

[The chart and table referred to, together with the press release

follow:]
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Two-Tier Patterns of Unempioyment
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UNEMPLOYMENT RATES BY ALTERNATE SEASONAL ADJUSTMENT METHODS

Alternative age-sex procedures

. Un- Official All Other aggregations (all multiplicative) Direct Range
adjusted  adjusted ‘multi- LAl Year Con- Stable - adjust- (cols,
Month rate rate  plicative  additive ahead current 67-73  Duration Reasons Total  Residual mentrate Composite 2-13)

(&Y @ (O] @  ® ) @ ®) ©)] a0 an 12) a3) (¢D))
9.0 1.9 7.9 8.2 NA NA 8.1 8.0 7.9 8.0 8.4 8.1 8.1 0.5
9.1 8.0 8.1 8.3 NA NA 81 7.9 7.9 8.1 8.3 8.0 8.1 .4
9.1 8.5 8.5 8.7 NA NA 8.6 8.4 8.3 8.5 8.7 8.5 8.5 .4
8.6 8.6 8.7 8.7 NA NA 8.8 8.6 8.6 8.7 8.6 8.7 8.7 .2
8.3 9.0 9.0 8.7 NA NA 9.2 8.9 9.1 9.2 8.8 9.3 9.0 .5
9.1 8.7 8.6 8.7 NA NA 8.6 8.7 8.8 8.3 8.6 - 8.3 8.6 .5
8.7 8.7 8.6 8.6 NA NA 8.6 8.5 8.7 8.5 8.5 8.6 8.6 .2
8.2 8.5 8.5 8.4 NA NA 8.3 8.6 8.7 8.5 8.4 8.6 8.5 .4
81 8.6 8.6 8.4 NA NA 8.3 8.8 8.8 8.5 8.4 8.5 8.5 .5
1.8 8.6 8.7 8.4 NA NA 8.3 8.7 8.7 8.6 8.5 8.6 8.6 .4
1.8 8.4 8.4 8.2 NA NA 8.2 8.6 8.4 8.4 8.2 8.4 8.4 .4
7.8 .83 8.4 8.2 NA NA 8.3 8.5 8.2 8.3 8.2 8.4 8.3 .2

1976 R

Janvary..___.__. 8.8 7.8 7.8 8.0 NA NA 81 8.0 7.8 1.8 8.2 1.9 7.9 .4
February 8.7 7.6 1.6 7.8 NA NA 7.7 7.5 1.5 1.6 1.7 7.6 1.6 .3
March 8.1 7.5 7.5 1.6 NA NA 1.7 1.3 7.4 1.5 1.6 1.5 7.5 .4
April_. 1.4 7.5 1.5 7.5 NA NA 7.6 7.4 7.5 1.5 7.4 1.5 .5 .2
May_ . 6.7 7.3 1.4 1.2 NA NA 1.5 1.2 7.4 7.5 1.2 1.5 7.4 .3
June__ 8.0 1.6 1.5 1.5 NA NA 7.5 7.5 7.5 7.3 1.4 7.3 1.5 .3
July_._.. 1.8 7.8 7.8 1.7 NA NA 1.7 1.6 7.8 .1 1.7 1.7 .7 .2
August____ 7.6 79 , 1.9 7.8 NA NA .7 8.0 8.0 7.9 7.8 8.0 1.9 .3
September 7.4 7.8 7.8 .1 NA NA 7.6 8.0 7.9 7.8 1.8 7.8 1.8 .4
October_.___ 7.2 7.9 8.0 1.8 NA NA 1.7 8.0 1.9 8.0 7.9 1.9 2.9 .3
November___ 7.4 8.0 8.0 7.8 NA NA 7.8 8.1 8.0 8.0 7.8 8.0 7.9 .3
December__________.____.... 1.4 2.8 1.9 7.8 NA NA 7.9 7.9 7.8 1.8 7.8 19 1.8 .1

See footnotes at end of table.
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UNEMPLOYMENT RATES BY ALTERNATE SEASONAL ADJUSTMENT METHODS—Continued

Alternative age-sex procedures

Un- Official All
adjusted  adjusted muti- _Al
Month rate rate  plicative  additive

Year
ahead

Con-
current

M @ - (O] [©) ®

Other aggregations (all multiplicative)
Totat
(10)

Direct
adjust-
ment rate

a2

Reasons
(O] ®) ()]

Duration Residual

an

Composite
13)

January . oo 8.3 1.3 7.3
February. ________ ... 8.5 7.5 7.5
March_ .- 1.9 7.3 7.3
April___ 6.9 7.0 7.0
May_ . oo

NN

o a~;

NN
(=X P T 3

June.____....

July. e

gugust_L__,.-_____ -

October_. ____ -

December. . ______

An explanation of cols. 1-13 follows:

nu ploy t rate not Ily adj i

2) Official rate. This is the published seasonally adjusted rate. Each of 4 unemployed age-sex com-
p ts—males and females, 16-19 and 20 yr of age and over—is independently adjusted. The teen-
age unemployment components are adjusted using the additive procedure of the X-11 method, while
adults are adjusted using the X-11 multiplicative option. The rate is calculated by aggregating the 4
and dividing them by 12 summed labor force components—these 4 plus 8 emq_loyment components,
which are the 4 age-sex groups in agriculture and nonagricultural industries, This employment total
is also used in the calculation of the labor force base in cols. (3)—(92. The current implicit factors for
the total unemployment rate are as follows: January—113.8; February—113.7; March—108.1;
April—98.7; May—92.2; June—105.2; July—100.2; August—96.1; September—94.6; October—90.1;
November—93.0; December—93.8.

(3) Multiplicative rate. The 4 basic unemployed age-sex groups—males and females, 16-19 and 20
yr and over—are adjusted by the X-11 multiplicative procedure. This procedure was used to adjust
unemployment data in 1975 and previous years.

(4) Additive rate. The 4 basic unemployed age-sex groups—males and females, 16-19 and 20 yr
and over—are adjusted by the X-11 additive procedure.

55) Year-ahead factors. The official seasonal adjustment procedure for each of the components is
followed through computation of the factors for the last years of data. A projected factor—the factor
for the last year plus 1% of the difference from the previous year—is then computed for each of the
components, and the rate is calculated.

tard

(6) Concurrent adjustment through current month, The official procedure is followed with data
reseasonally adjusted incorporating the axperience through the current month, i.e., the rate for March
1976 is based on adjustment of data for the period, January 1967-March 1976.

(7) Stable seasonals (January 1967-December 1973). The stable seasonal option in the X-11 pro-
gram uses an unweighted average of all available'seasonal-irregular ratios to compute final seasonal
factors. In , It that | patterns are relatively constant from year-to-year, A
:l:g;%ﬂ%f lnp,utddata as of D ber 1973 was selected to avoid the impact of cyclical changes in the

-75 period.

(8) Duration. Unemployment total is aggregated from 3 independently adjusted

duration groups (0-4, 5-14, 15+), X
9) Reasons. Unemployment total is aggregated from 4 independently seasonally adjusted unem-
ployment levels by reasons for unemployment—ijob losers, job leavers, new entrants, and re-entrants.

?0) Unemployment and labor force levels adjusted directly.

11) Labor force and employ t levels adjusted directly,
then cafculated.

123" ployment rate adjusted directly.
(13) Average of cols. 2-12,

Note: The X-11 method, dgvelored by Julius Shiskin at the Bureau of the Cansus over the period
1955-65, was used in computing all the seasonally adjusted series described above.

Source: U.S. Department of Labor, Bureau of Labor Statistics, May 6, 1977.

ployment by

Tl

ployment as a r and rate

(4711
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Department é))
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home: 333-1384

THE EMPLOYMENT SITUATION: APRIL 1977

Employment in April continued its recent pattern of strong growth and unemployment
declined, it was reported today by the Bureau of Labor Statistics of the U. S. Depart-
ment of Labor. The overall unemployment rate fell from 7.3 percent in March to 7.0 per-
cent, its lowest level in 29 months. The rate has decreased 1 full percentage point in
the last 5 months and 2 percentage points from its May 1975 recession peak.

Total employment--as measured by the monthly survey of households--rose by more thQn
half a million for the second month in a row, reaching a milestone of 90 million persons.
Employment growth has been especially sharp since last October, totaling nearly 2.3 mil-
1ion, or an average of 380,000 a month,

Nonagricultural payroll employment--as measured by the monthly survey of establish-
ments--also continued to exhibit marked growth with an increase of 270,000 in April to
81.6 million. Payroll jobs have expanded by almost 1.8 million since last October.
Unemployment

The number of.persons unemployed declined by 330,000 in April to 6.7 million,
seasonally adjusted. This decrease took place primarily among persons who had lost their
last job (including many who were recalled from layoff), and to a legser extent among
job leavers. (See tables A-1 and A-5.) Total unemployment has declined by more than
900,000 since its 1976 peak level reached last No;lanber, with nearly all of the improve-
ment occurring among persons who had lost their last job.

The overall rate of unemployment declined from 7.3 to 7.0 percent over the month
and was down a full percentage point from last November. In 1976, the rate had moved

.
up from a lcm' of 7.3 percent in May to the year's high of 8.0 percent during the second

half "pause" in the economic expansion.
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Although nearly every .worker group shared in the March-April downturn in unemployment,
most of the reduction took place among adult men, whose jobless rate, at 5.0 percent, was
also at its lowest point in 29 months. In additionm, teenage unemployment showed its
first sign of improvement in over a year, as the jovblesa rate moved down from 18.8 to
17.8 percent. The rate for adult women, on the other hand, was little changed over the
month, at 7.0 percent. Among other worker categories, unemployment declined for male
heads of households and white workers. The jobless rate for workers in the construction

industry fell by more than 2 percentage points to 12.0 percent in April, its lowest level

Table A. Major indicators of lzbor market activity, seasonally adjusted

Quarterly averages Monthly dats
Selected categories 1976 1977 1977
1 ] 11 I 111 I v I Feb. IMar. J Apr.

HOUSEHOLD DATA Thousands of persons
Civilian tabor force ........... 93,644 | 94,544 | 95,261 95,711 [96,067 96,145(96,539 | 96,760
Total employment 86,514 187,501 |87,804 |88,133 (88,998 | 88,962 189,475 | 90,023
Unemployment .. 7,130 | 7,043 | 7,457 | 7,578 | 7,068 | 7,183| 7,064 | 6,737
Not in labor force ... .. 159,327 {59,032 58,963 {59,132 {59,379 | 59,302[59,104 | 59,094
Discouraged workers ....... 940 903 827 992 929 N.A.| N.A. N.A.

Percent of labor force

Unemployment rates:

Altworkers .............. 7.6 7.4 7.8 7.9 1.4 7.5 7.3 7.0
Adultmen ...l 5.8 5.7 6.0 6.2 5.6 5.8 5.4 5.0
Adult women 7.4 7.1 7.7 7.6 7.1 7.2 7.2 7.0
Teenagers .- 19.2 18.8 18.8 19.1 18.6 18.5| 18.8 17.8
White ...l 6.9 6.8 7.1 7.2 6.7 6.7 6.6 6.3
Black and other ........... 13.1 12.9 13.1 13.4 12.8 13.1| 12.7 12.3
Household heads 5.0 4.9 5.3 5.3 4.8 4.9 4.6 4.4
Full-time workers 7.1 7.0 7.4 7.5 6.8 6.9 6.7 6.5
Thousands of jobs

ESTABLISHMENT DATA
Nonfarm payroll employment ... | 78,674 | 79,333 | 79,683 | 80,090 |80,919p| 80,824|81,372p| 81,644p
Goods-producing industries. .. | 23,142 | 23,380 | 23,372 {23,440 |23,758p] 23,701 [23,985p | 24,151p
Service-producing industries .. | 55,532 | 55,953 | 56,311 |56,650 |57,161p| 57,123|57,387p | 57,493p

Hours of work
Average weekly hours:
Total private nonfarm . . ... 36.3 36.2 36.1 36.2 36.1p 36.3| 36.2p 36.2p
Manufacturing ............ 40,3 40.0 39.9 40.0 40.1p 40,31 40.4p 40.2p
Manufacturing overtime ..... 3.1 3.0 3.0 3.1 3.3p 3.3 3.3p 3.4p

pepretiminary. N.A_ =not svailabla.



in 2% years; the rate had bef:n over 21 percent at the trough of the recent recession.
Among the major occupational groups, the decline in unemployment was greatest for blue-
collar workers. (See table A-2.)

The mmber of persons looking for work for 15 or more weeks—the long-term
unemployed>—continued- the decline that began in January, dropping by 100,000 to 1.8
million. However, because there was an even larger decrease (over 200,000) among
those unemployed from 5 to 14 weeks, there was a slight increase in the average (meaun)
duration of joblessness over the month, from 14.0 to 14.3 weeks. (See table A-4.)

In addition to the drop in total umemployment, there was also a small reduction in
the number of persons working part time éor economic reasons. With the exception of the
weather~energy related upturn in February, their mmber has also trended downward since
reaching a November 1976 high of 3.5 million. (See table A-3.)

Total Employment and Labor Force

Total employment rose for the sixth tive month, adv ing by 550,000 in
April to 90.0 million, seasonaily adjusted. All three of the major agé—su categories
shared in the expansion, wil:l'; the largest gain taking place among adult wemen. (See
table A-1.) Over the past year, employment has grown by 2.7 million, more than half
of it in the last 3 months.

.The employment-population r:.atio--the proportion of the total noninstitutional popu-.
lation that is employed——sustained its recent steady rise and in April stood at 57.0 per-
cent. This was only 0.4 percentage point below the alltime high last reached in
March 1974.

The civilian labor force increased by 220,000 in April. The labor force has risen
by 2.4 million since iast April with a;iult women accounting for 60 percent of this growth.

The civilian labor force participation rate--the proportion of the civilian noninsti-
tutional population that is either working or looking for work-—continued to rise. It
was at an alltime high in April--62.1 percent--well above the year-earlier level of
61.5 percent. (See table A-1.) The over-the-year increase has been dominated by the
pronounced upsurge of adult women into the labor market. Adult men, on the other hand,

have resumed their very gradual long-term downtrend in recent months, such that their
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rate of participation in April was below that of a year ago.
Industry Paxrbll Employment

Total nonagriculéural payroll employment also increased for the sixth consecutive
month,.advancing by 270,000 in April to 81.6 million, sessopall& adjusted. Over-the-
month gains occurred in 75 percent of the industries that comprise the BLS diffusion
index of nonagricultural payroll employment. Since last April; payroll employment has
grown by 2.3 million, with over three-quarters of the increase occurring in the past
6 months. (See tables B-1 and B-6.)

The largest over-the-month increases occurred in manufacturing (80,000) and contract
construction (75,000). Unlike recent months when there were strong gains in durable
goods industries, most of the April advance in manufacturing took place in the nondurable
goods sector, with the increases widespread throughout. Pactory jobs have risen by
540,000 since last October. The increase in contract construction marked the third
straight month of substantiSI growth, bringing employment in the industry to 3.8 millionm,
415,000 above its June 1975 recessioq low.

In the service-producing sector, employment in services rose by mnearly 50,000,
while- gains of about 20,000 each were posted in wholesale trade and finance, insurance,
and real estate.

Hours

The average workweek for production or nonsupervisory workers on private nonagricul-
tural payrolls was 36.2 hours in April, seasonally adjusted, unchanged from the revised
March level. The manufacturing workweek moved down 0.2 hour to 40.2 hours, while factory

. overtime edged up 0.1 hour to 3.4 hours. (See table B-2.)

Reflecting the increase in employment, the index of aggregate hours of private
nonagricultural production or nonsuéervisory workers rose to new high of 115.4 in April
(1967=100), 3.5 percent above its year-earlier level. The factory index edged up to
97.3 in April and was up 4.6 percent from last April. (See table B-5.)

_ Hourly and Weekly Earnings

Both average hourly and weekly earnings of private nonagricultural production or

nonsupervisory workers increased 0.8 percent in April, seasonally adjusted. Since last



1747

April, hourly and weekly earnings have risen 7.7 percent and 8.0 percent, respectively.
Before adjustment for seasonality, average hourly earnings were $5.14, up 3 cents
from March. Hourly earnings were 36 cents above the April 1976 level. Average weekly
earnings rose $1.08 over the month to $184.53 and have risen $13.41 since April a year
ago. (See table B-3.)
The Hourly Earnings Index
The Hourly Earnings Index--earnings adjusted for overtime in manufacturing,
geasonality, and the effécts of changes in the proportion of workers in high-wage
and low-wage industries--was 195.2 (1967=100) in April, 0.6 percent higher than in
March. The index was 7.0 percent above April a year ago. During the 12-month period
ended in March, the Hourly Earnings Index in dollars of constant purchasing power
rose 0.6 p;erCEnt. (See table B-4. Several data series presented in the table have been
revised slightly as a result of corrections in the computerized data file and the intro-

duction of more precision in the processing system.)
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Explanatory Note

This release presents and snalyzes statistics from two
major surveys. Data on labor force, totsl employment, and
unemployment {A tables) are derived from the Current
Population Survey, a sample survey of h hold: di

includes all. persons who satisfactorily meet the above
criteria, regardless of their efigibility for unemployment
insurance benefits or any kind of public assistance. The

loyment rate represents the unemployed as 8 pro-

by the Bureau of the Census for the Bureau of Labor -

Statistics. The sample consists of about 47,000 households

- selected to represent the US. civilian noninstitutional

poputation 16 years of age and over.

portion of the civilian labor force (the employed and un-
employed combined).
To meet the extensive needs of data users, the Bureau
regularlv publishes data on 8 wide variety of labor market
di s—see, for le, the demographic, occups-

Statistics on nonagricultura! payroll employ houri,
and ummg (B tables) are collected by the Bureau of Labor
ics, in P with State from payrofl
records of s sample of approximatety 165,000 estab-
lishments. Unless otherwise indicated, data for both series
relate to the week containing the 12th day of the specified
month.

Comparability of household and psyroll employ ment

istics

Employment data from the household and payroll sur-
veys differ in several basic respects. The household survey
provides information on the labor force activity of the
entire population 16 years of age and over, without dupli-
cation, since each person is classified as employed, unem-
ployed, or not in the labor force.

The payroll survey relates only to paid wage and salary
employees (regardiess of age) on the payrolls of nonagri-
cuttural establishments. The household survey counts em-
ployed persons in both agriculture and in nonagricultural
industries and, in addition to wage and salary workers (in-
cluding private household workers), indudes the self-
employed, unpaid family workers, and persons “with 8
job but not at work” and not paid for the period absent.
Persons who worked st more than one job during the sur-
vey week or otherwise appear on more than one payroll are
counted more than once in the establishment survey. Such
persons are counted only once in the household survey and
are dassified in the job at which they worked the greatest
number of hours.

Unsmployment

tional, snd industry detail in tables A-2 and A-3. A special
grouping of seven unemployment measures is set forth in
table A-7. Identified by the symbols U-1 through U-7,

. these measures represent a range of possible definitions of
unemployment and of the labor force, extending from the
most restrictive {U-1) to the most comprehensive (U-7). The
official rate of unemployment appears as U-5.

Seasonal adjustment

Nearly all economic phenomena are affected to some
degree by seasonal variations. These are recurring, pre-
dictable events which are repeated more or less regularly
each year—changes in wea(her, school vacstions, rm;ot
holidays, industry prod! hedules, etc. The lative
effects of these events are often large. For example, on aver-
sge over the year, they explain sbout 90 percent of the
month-to-month variance in the unemployment ‘figures.
Since seasonal variations tend to be large relative to the
underlying cyclical trends, it is necessary to use seasonally-
adjusted data to interpret short-term economic develop-
ments. At the beginning of each year, current seasonal
adjustment factors for unemployment and other labor force
series are calculated taking into the prior year's
experience, and revised data are introduced in the release
containing January data.

All seasonalty-adjusted uvnhan {abor force and unem-
ployment rate mtlnus, as well as the major employment
and | are ed by agg
mdependentlv adjusted series. The official unemployment

rate for all civilian workers is derived by dividing the esti-
mate for total unempioyment (the sum of four seasonally-

To be dassified in the h hold survey as loyed djusted age-sex )} by the civilian labor force
an individual must: (1) have been without s jobduringthe  (the sum of 12 {ly-adjusted age-sex
survey week, (2) have made specific efforts to find em-  Several slternative hods for Ity adj the

ployment sometime during the prior 4 weeks, and (3} be
presently svailable for work. In addition, persons on lay-
off and those waiting to begin a new job (within 30 days)
are also classified a8 loyed. The foyed total

oversll unemployment rats are aiso used on a regular basis
in order to illustrate the degree of uncertainty that arises
b of the | adj dure. Among these
alternative methods are five dmmm sge-sex sdjustments,
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and one based on stable

sample of the population is surveyed. Tables A-E in the

factors and four based on other Y agarega
Alternative rates for 1976 are shown in the table at the end
of this note. (Current alternative rates and en explanation of
the methods may be obtained from BLS upon request.)
For dats, the Ik d series

(ich dj

E y Notes” of Emp and Eernings provide
standard errors for unemployment and other labor force
categories.

Although the retatively large size of the monthly estab-
h survey sssures a high degree of sccuracy, the esti-

for sil employees, production workers, average weekly

mates derived from it also may differ from the figures
difa census wing the same schedules

hours, and average hourty earnings are adj d by aggre-

gating the seasonally-edjusted data from the resp i
component series. These data are revised annually, usually
in conjunction with the annual benchmark adjustments
{comprehensive counts of employment).

Sampling variability

Both the h end survey
are subject to sampling error, which should be taken into

and proced were M , since the esti-
mating procedures employ the previous month’s level s
the base in eompuung the currem month’s level of em-
ploy (link and

errors may accumulate over seweral months. To remove
this accumulated error, the employment estimates are sd-
justed to new b rh usuallv 8 lly. In
to taking of g and resp errors, the
rh ndlusu (he estimstes for changes in

account in evaluating the levels of a series as well as ch
ower time. Because the household survey is based upon a
probability sample, the results may differ from the figures

the mdustml dasslflca!}on of mdmdual establishments.
& are y projected from March

that would be dif it were ible to take a i !974 benchmark levels. Measures of reliability for employ-
census using the same g and proced: The ment esti sre provided in the “’Expl y Notes” of
standard error is the measure of sampling variability, thatis, . Emplaymenr and Eamings, as are the sctual amounts of
the variations that might occur by chance b onlya T due to benchmark adj (tables G-L).
Unemployment rate by al i ! thod:
Other sgoregations
Otficial Alwmrnative sge-sex procedurss (sl muttiplicative) Direct
Uned | “aa- atjun- |Compo-| "o
an | an cols.
Mo o ured Lttpti] aai. | Your- | Con- | Subls | Durs | Rav- | g | Aokt | e w2
cative tive shead |current [1967-73] tion | wons wl
mn [F] (&} ] {5) 1) m 1] -] 10) [1))] a2 ] 3 [ALH]
1976
es | 78 | 78 | eo | 78 | 78 | 8v | 80 | 728 | 78 | B2 | 79 | 79 |04
87 | 18 | 78} 28| 16} 78 | 17 | 25115 16| 72| 26| 26| 3
gy | 751 26| 28] 15.] s |22 | 23| va |75 |28 25| 25} 4
74 | 15 | 15| 15| 14 | 74 |18 | 74 | 7B | 75 [ 74 | 25| 75 | 2
67 | 73| 14| 72| 72 | 72 | 18| 72 | 24 | 28 {7226 ] 73| 3
8.0 7.8 15 75 75 16 15 15 75 13 74 73 75 3
78l 18 | 18| 727 18 {28 |27 | 28 || 2y 27|72 [27]2
76 | 19 1 729 | 18 | 79 |79 77 | eo {80 | 78 (78 BO} 78|23
14 18 78 17 78 78 16 a0 19 78 18 78 78 A
72 |79 | eo |l 78| 28| 79 | 272 | a0 | 70| 80} 79| 78 (70 ]| 3
74 [-2+] 80 78 81 [-14] 18 8.1 80 80-] 78 (-1 [N 3
74 | 78 19| 18179 ] 20| 729 | 20081878 | 78] 78|

98-520 O - 78 - 2
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Table A-1. Employment status of the noninstitutional population

[Mumben in thosands] N
Mot sestocally sdiurted Sansonelly sdiond
Emgloyment statins
Apr. Mar. Apr. Apr. Dec. Jan. Peb. Mar. Apr.
1976 1977 1977 1976 1976 1977 1977 1917 1977

-|155,516 | 157,782 | 157,986 | 155,516 | 157,176 |157,381 157,584 | 157,782 157,986
2,144 2,138 2,132 2,144 2,146 2,133 2,137 2,138 2,132
+{153,371 | 155,643 } 155,854 | 153,371 | 155,031 | 155,268 | 155,647 | 155,643 1155,854
93,474 95,771 95,826 94,376 95,960 95,516 96,145 96,539 96,760

60.9 61.5 61.5 61.5 61.9 61,5 61.9 62,0 62.1
86,584 | 88,215 | 89,258 | 87,329 | 88,441 | 8,558 | 88,962 | 9,475 | 90,023
55.7 55.9 56.% 56.2 56.3 56,3 56.5 56.7 51.0

3,273 2,804 3,160 3,398 3,257 3,080 3,090 3,116 3,260
83,311 85,411 86,118 83,931 85,184 85,468 45,872 86,359 86,763
6,890 1,556 6,568 7,047 7,519 6,958 7,183 7,064 6,737
7 7.9 6.9 7.5 7.8 7.3 7.5 7.3 7.0
59,898 59,872 60,028 58,995 59,071 59,732 59,302 59,104 59,094

Total noninstitutional poputation! ..

- : .| 66,002 | 67,114 | 67,209 | 66,002 | 66,835 | 66,930 | 61,025 | 67,114 | 67,208
ilian noninstitutionsl poputation® .

64,311 65,422 65,522 64,311 65,140 65,250 65,342 65,423 65,522
51,134 51,925 51,909 51,277 52,078 51,842 52,092 52,061 52,089
Participation rete 79.5 79.4 79.2 19.7 79.9 79.5 9.7 19.6 79.5
Employed ........ veeee cevieeni} 48,129 48,599 49,116 48,455 48,859 48,961 49,091 49,267 49,465
Employment-population ratia®. 72,4 .73 73.4 73.1 73.2 7.2 73,4 73.6
2,106 2,259 2,401 2,273 2,209 2,230 2,208 2,280
46,494 46,855 46,054 | 46,586 46,752 46,861 47,059 47,185
3,325 2,795 2,822 © 3,219 2,881 3,001 2,79% 2,624

5.4 5.5 6.2 5.8 5.4 5.0
13,498 13,614 13,034 13,062 13,408 13,250 13,362 13,433

Women, 20 yeers and over

Tetal noninstitutional populstion’ ..
Civilien noninstitutions! papulstion® .
Civlian labor forcs .

72,737 73,852 73,958 72,107 73,535 73,642 13,746 73,852 73,958
72,653 73,757 73,863 72,653 73,645 73,550 73,654 73,757 |. 73,863
33,959 35,433 35,418 34,013 34,938 34,740 34,982 35,295 35,455

46.7 48.0 48.0 46.8 41.6 41,2 47,5 41.9 48.0
31,625 32,850 33,080 31,546 32,340 32,331 32,477 32,730 32,985
43.5 44,5 44,7 43,4 44,0 L43.9 .0 || 443 44,6
487 402 511 550 573 488 485 496 577

31,138 | 32,468 | 32,570 | 30,996 { 31,767 | 31,843 | 31,992 | 32,254 | 32,408
2,334 2,583 2,337 2,467 2,598 2,409 2,505 2,585 | 2,470
6. 7.3 6.6 7.3 7.4 6.9 7.2 7.2 7.0
38,695 | 38,323 | 38,446 | 38,660 { 38,507 | 38,810 | 38,672 | 238,462 | 38,408
Both e, 1619 yaars

Total noninstitutionst pogudstion’ . .
Civilian noninstitutiona! popuistion!

16,776 | 16,816 { 16,819 | 16,776 | 16,806 | 16,810 | 16,813 | 16,816 | 16,819
16,607 | 16,464 | 16,468 | 16,407 | 16,646 | 16,448 | 16,651 } 16,464 | 16,668
8,381 8,616 8,499 9,086 8,944 8,934 9,071 9,183 9,216

5i.1 51,1 51.6 T 55,6 | SA.4 54.3 55.1 55.8 56.0 -
6,830 | 6,766 |, 7,063‘1 7,328 | r,262 | 7,266 | 7,39 | 7,458 | 7,573
0.7 40.2 42,04 4.7 4.1 4.2 44,0 & 5.0

407 297 370 |7 44y 411 393 ars 412 403

6,423 6,469 6,693 6,881 6,831 6,873 7,019 7,066 7,170
1,551 1,648 1,436 1,758 1,702 1,668 1,677 1,723 1,643
18.5 19.6 16.9 19.3 19.0 18.7 18.5 18.8 12.8
8,026 8,050 1,969 7,321 1,502 7,514 7,380 7,281 7,252

WHITE .
Total noninetitutions! populstion’ . . 136,928 | 138,732 | 138,894 | 136,928 | 138,253 {138,415 {138,575 | 138,732 | 138,89

Qvitian noninstitutional populstion’ 135,141 | 136,972 | 137,139 | 135,141 | 136,475 | 136,654 | 136,810 [ 136,972 | 137,139
Civilisn labor force ... 82,727 84,792 84,850 83,469 84,854 84,616 85,086 85,482 85,642

61.2 61.9 61.9 61.8 62.2 61.9 62.2 62,4 62,4
77,189 | 78,685 | 79,618 | 77,818 | 718,828 | 78,923 | 79,365 | 79,832 | e0,289
56.4 56.7 57.3 56.8 57.0 57.0 57.3 7.3 57.8
5,537 6,107 | s,213f s.es1 | 6,026 | 5,69 | 5,721 5,650 | 5,393
6.7 7.2 6.2 6.8 7.1 6.7 6.7 6.6 6.3
52,414 52,180 52,249 51,672 51,621 52,038 51,724 51,4%0 51,497
BLACK AND OTHER
Total noninetitutions! poputation' .. 18,587 19,050 19,091 18,567 18,923 18,966 19,009 19,050 19,091
Civilian noninstitutional populstion' 18,230 18,672 18,714 18,230 18,555 18,594 18,637 18,672 18,718
10,727 | 10,979 | 10,935 | 10,876 | 11,109 | 11,030 [ 11,163 | 11,104 | u,0m
59.0 58.8 8.4 9.7 9.9 59.3 59.9 9.5 $9.2
9,39% | 9,s30] 9,680 9,466 | 9,625 | 9,668 [ 9,697 | 9,690 | 9,71
50.5 50.0 50.5 50.9 50.9 50.9 51.0 50.9 50.9
1,352 1,669 1 1,295 | 1,410 | 1,686 | 1,382 1,466 | 1,414 | 1,360
12.6 13.2 11.8 13.0 13.4 12,5 13,1 12,7 12,3

7,483 7,692 7,719 7,354 7,466 7,564 7,474 7,568 7,643

! The populstion and Armed Forces figures ste not sfusted for masonal varietions: ? Civitlan employment s » percent of the total noninstitutions] population {including
theretors, identical numbers aposar in the Lnadjustsd and seasonally scfustad columns.  Armad Foroms).
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Table A-2. Major i 1y sdjusted .
Wmber of
- amsmpicved perom Unumployment tetes
Baiscied crmgories . {in Somsnh)
. ApT. ApT. apT. Dec. -] Jan. Tab, Var. Apt.
1976 1977 1976 976 1977 1971 1977 19717
6,737 7.5 7.8 ‘1.3 7.5 7.3 7.0
2,624 5.5 6.2 “ 56 5.8 3.4 5.0
2,470 7.3 7.4 6.9 1.2 7.2 1.0
1,663 1.3 19.0 18.7 18.5 8.8 1.8
3,393 6.8 2.1 6.7 6.7 6.6 6.3
1,166 .0 5.3 5.0 |- 3.2 .9 “e
1,882 66 | 6.8 6.3 6.4 6.5 5.1
1,345 12 ! a2 18.1 16.3 16.6 16.1
-1 1,360 1.0 13.4 12.5 | 1.1 12.7 (] 123
& 10.0 11.3 0.2 . 9% 9.6 - 2.3
387 1.1 1.5 1.8 1 12.4 .6 12.3
it} 3.5 34.8 36.1 n2 0.1 36.2
2,382 a8 ;31 A8 &9 4.4
1,762 P Y S 3.9
1,409 3.9 ; &3 i 18 1 Ao 2.5
) 9.0 i 8.4 8.2 8.2 6.9
632 1.0 | 1.6 1.0 1.1 7.0
Cosse boes 10.2 9.0 9.4 9.2
l 238 I %) 5.1 1 s . A9 5.0
1,426, 4.0 . &3 4 3.8 & Al ¢ 26
1,691 1 6.8 1 7.0 { 63 | 67 6.6 .
s,43 1 2.0 ¢ 1S 6.1 ; 69 | 6.5
81 ; 106 - 9.8 1.2 107 9.9
1,816 2.2 i 2.6 2.4 23 L9
- . &1, B4 1 B0 7.9 1.4
: i ; ! .
i i : !
12,067 - &7 . &3 o A5 A6 % I W
P'ass o osa 3.3 ¢ 3 1 3 1 3 a2
toase |28 30 30 , 2.8 1 & to29
" X 5.0 5.7 3.6 . 5.3 5.t
1,009 1 7.0 G 6l 6.0 64 . 63, &0
Biar-collar workers .. 2,839 2,%1 | 89 . %6 . 8.7 ; 83 : 7.8
Craft and kindsed workers 828 616 6.9 1 1.0 61 ! 65 . 60 | &9
Oporstives, excopt Uamport . .} 1,128 1,064 ¢+ 9.9 1.0 { 9.2 ¢ 96 1 %2 1 993
Traneport equipment operatives . 221 223 6.3 &1 | 72 - N1 . 6% i 60
toes 638 13.0 13,9 ! 12,9 § 12.8 1.2 | 1.6
NER 1,086 8.3 9.0 | 86 | 8& . 19 a1
S 138 [ % 6.1 48 &Y . 54 )
. . 1]
SNDUSTRY . :
Nonegriculturst privete wege and selery workers® 5,167 4,684 T 9 7.4 6 1.4
Comstruction [ 15.2 1 14.9 2 14,2
e - 1,617 1,648 7.6 2 6.9 1 8.6
9 7 7.8 o 6.5 [ 6.1
668 €7 7.1 6 7.4 3 7.3
202 219 a2 2 &7 s s.1
1,436 | 1,39 8.3 2 a4 ? xS
1,229 |1,238 6.3 s 6.2 2 6.4
%2 621 .8 I I s 4.0
174 18 1.4 ° 12.6 4 13.2
36 a7 6.9 8.3 7.6 1.0 7.3
. 149 138 15.4 16.8 16.8 1s.8 14.4
203 122 6.4 8.7 7.9 6.7 2.7
[ g 3.9 &7 |. 3.8 3.9 %)
1% 1,98 8.0 9.1 8.2 8.6 6.8
128 689 10.8 12,4 10.6 .6 10.1
289 286 6.3 7.2 1.7 7.3 5.1
176 160 %] 5.6 4.2 4.8 6.2
' Ursoloyment rate calculated s ¢ pevor of cheilien lebor force. oy inchstry Covers only unemployed wege s eatary morken.
' W'\lumllﬂlhﬂlmwmmmmlﬂih—“m * includes mining. NOL Shown speratrly.
.4 prcent of pomentily aveilate abor fore . * v om Auguet 8, 1964, anct ApeD 20, 1975
BOELOStion Inchudes ‘wharess thet o oprvected .
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Table A-3. Sel d employ indi s
{Numbers in thousande]
T
. | Not sesscmally adjurtad Sessonally adjusted
Setactad cacagories YT Aot Aot Tec: Tan Teb, Tar- Y
1970 1977 1976 1976 1977 1977 1977 1917

CHARACTERISTICS

Total employed, 16 yeans snd over . 80,584 85,258 87,329 88,441 88,558 88,962 89,475 90,023
Men e 51,812 52,555 52,397 52,799 52,918 53,046 33,270 53,575
Women ... .. L7172 36,301 34,932 35,642 35,640 35,916 36,205 36,448
Houtehold heads 30, %60 52,021 51,151 51,525 51,710 51,729 51,970 520200

Married men, spouse present 38,014 38,305 38,225 37,998 38,195 38,159 38,294 38,536

Marmied women, thouse present . 20,113 21,076 20,113 20,498 20,511 20,156 20,963 21,07
OCCUPATION

Whitecoflar workers .. 43.360 44,791 43,431 44,648 44,521 44,451 L4, 495 44,851

Professionat and technical . 13,134 13,659 13,067 13,544 13,644 13,408 13,439 13,591

. 9,237 9,292 9,382 9,564 9,613 9,502 9,563 9,434

5,483 5,7% 5,458 5,815 5,633 5,815 5,617 5,765

Cierical workers
Blus-collar workers ..
Cratt and kindred workers
Oparatives, except tancport

15,507 16,045 15,524 15,725 15,831 15,726 15,8% 16,061
28,470 29,521 29,118 29,150 29,634c | 29,917 30,025¢ 30,193
10,982 11,670 11,189 11,302 11,626 11,668 11,709 11,89
10,006 10,207 10,190 10,23t 10,341 10,351 10,574 10,354

Trarsport equipment operatives . 3,259 3,660 3,299 3,283 3,358 3,448 3,687 3,482
Nontarm tsborers . 4,223 4,206 4,440 4,334 4,309 4,450 .| 4,255 4,421
Service workers . 1,924 | 12,252 | 11,930 | 11,880 | 11,874 | 12,017 [ 12,272 12,254
Farm workers. .. 2,830 2,69 2,98 2,791 2,626 2,663 2,652 2,779
MAJOR INDUSTRY AND CLASS
OF WORKER

Agricuiture:
Wage and salary workers 1,29 1,252 | . 1,354 1,380 1,266 1,280 1,282 1,310
Seltemploved workers . 1,626 1,534 1,661 1,530 1,490 1,511 1,513 1,568
353 355 364 340 54 338 319 366
Wage and salary workers 77,311 [ 79,753 | 77,823 | 78,957 | 79,205 | 79,520 | 79,869 80,306
Governmant . .. 14,988 | 15,140 | 14,806 | 14,97 | 15,013 | 14,913 | 14,923 16,960
Private industries 62,323 | 64,613 | 63,017 | e3,evr | 64,192 | 64,607 | 64,90 65,346
Private households 1,344 1,331 1,337 1,384 1,39t 1,317 1,313 1,320
Other industies 60,975 | 63,282 | 61,680 | 62,606 | 62,801 | 63,290 | 63,633 64,026
Saf-emploved workers . 5,524 5,853 5,617 5,798 5,853 5,854 5,919 5,956
Unpaid family workars - 476 511 465 460 419 516 536 499

PERSONS AT WORK '

Nonagricuttursl industries . 78,337 81,788 77,632 80,369 79,832 80,837 | 81,330 81,005

Fult-time schedutes . . 63,835 | 66,436 | 63,853 |.65,846 | 65,700 66,144 | 66,659 66,436
Part time for economic ressons . 2,937 2,897 3,19 3,456 3,320 3,438 | 3,276 3,174
Usuaity work full time . .., 1,330 1,187 1,307 1,234 1,112 1,335 - 1,212 1,167
Ususity work part time ... 1,607, | 1,710 1,887 2,220 2,208 2,103 | 2,064 2,007
Part time for noneconomic rexsors 11,565 | 12,455 | 10,585 | 11,069 | 10,812 11,255 | 11,395 11,395

! Excludes penions “with » job but not st work” during the murvey pariod for such
resons as vacation, itiness, or industrial dispetes,
c=corrected.

Table A-4. Duration of unemployment

[Numbers in thoukends)
' Not mesonelly adjurted Somonslly asjnted
Woeks of unemploymnt ApEs TS T e, Tams Feb. Har. Apr.
1976 1977 1976 1976 1977 1977 1977 1977
DURATION .
Lass than § weeks 2,455 2,545 2,988 2,765 2,762 2,804 3,005 3,100
510 14 weeks . 1,706 1,666 1,902 2,319 2,083 2,107 2,098 1,857
15 weeks and over 2,729 2,357 2,103 2,514 2,283 2,182 1,923 1.816
150 26 waeks 1,19 1,140 75 1,130 1,038 947 777 15
27 weeks and over . 1,534 1,217 1,388 1,384 1,245 1,235 1,146 1,101
Awvorage (mesn) duration, in weeks 18.0 16.3 15.8 15.6 15.5 16,7 14,0 14,3
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION
100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 160.0 100.0
35.6 38.8 42,7 36.4 38,7 9.5 42.8 5.8
24.8 25.4 27.2 30.5 29.2 29.7 29.9 27.4
39.6 5.9 30.1 1.1 32.0 0.8 27.4 26.8
17.3 17.4 10.2 14.9 14.6 14 .t 10,6
22.3 18,5 19.8 18.2 17.5 7.4 16.3 16.3
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Table A-5. R for oy t

{Numbers in thoussnds]

ot seasonelly sciusted Seasonaily sdiusted

Ressons -
Apr. Apr. Apr. Dec. Jar., Fe . Mar. Apt.
1976, 1977 197¢. 1975 1977 1971 1972 it

NUMBER OF UNEMPLOYED

3,26 3,461 3,736 3,207 3,19 3,143 2,953
344 990 1,057 191 1,001 865 154

2,372 2,471 2,679 2,416 2,395 2,278 2,199
77 841 ¥ 932 352 919 B2

1,75 1,840 1,957 1, M 1,963 2,013 2,001
842 g8 942 905 936 1,003 972

100,0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
56.7 49.0 49.2 50.0 45.6 L1.5 .t 3.6
16.1 12.9 14,1 14,2 I 1. 12,2 1.1
38.6 36.1 35.1 5.9 36,3 1.5 32.2 32.5
11.2 11.8 12,0 Lt 13,2 11.9 13.0 12,5
23,1 26.4 26.2 26.2 28.3 21.5 28,4 29.5
1. 12.8 12.6 12,6 12.9 13.1 14.2 14,4
UNEMPLOYED AS A PERCENT OF THE ‘
CIVILIAN LABOR FORCE
4.0 1.4 3.7 1.9 3.6 2.5 3.3 31
.8 .8 .9 .9 1.0 .9 1.0 .9
1.7 1.8 1.9 2.0 2.1 2.0 2.1 2.1
.2 .9 .9 1.0 .9 1.0 1.0 1.0
Table A-6. Unemployment by sex and age. seasonally adjusted
Number of
unemployed persons Unemployment rates
Sex and agp {In thoussnds)

Apr. Apr. Apr. Dec. Jan. Fel. Mar. Apr.
1976 1977 1976 1976 1977 1917 1977 1977
Total, 16 years and over 7,047 6,737 7.5 7. 7.3 7.5 7.3 7.0
161019 years . 1,758 1,643 19.3 19.0 18.7 18.5 18,2 17.8
1810 17 years . 798 736 20.9 20,7 21,1 19.8 22,2 19,2
1810 19 years . 969 916 18.2 17.7 17.0 17.5 16.6 16.8
20t 2 vaars . 1,654 1,545 11.9 12.5 1.4 12.0 1.4 10.8
25 years snd over . 3,673 3,580 5.1 5.5 5.1 5.2 5.1 4.9
2510 54 years . 3,049 3,039 5.3 5.9 5.3 5.3 5.2 5.1
55 years and over 640 579 4.6 4.2 4.1 48 4.3 4t
Men, 16 years and over 3,812 3,466 6.8 7.3 6.6 6.9 6.5 6.1
18t 18 vears ... 990 842 20.1 19.1 17.4 18.6 18.7 17.0
161017 years . 447 374 21.1 21.0 19.5 19.3 22.2 17.9
1810 19 vears . 540 465 19.0 17,64 lo.t 17.9 16,1 16,0
2010 24 years . 866 819 11.3 12,9 1.3 12.1 .2 10.5
25 yaurs and over 1,987 1,835 4.5 5.0 4.6 06 4.3 Wl
250 54 yesrs 1,606 1,517 4ab 5.2 4.7 46 4.3 4,3
56 years and over 319 328 % 3.9 4.0 (%1 4d 3.7
Women, 18 years and over 3,235 3,271 8.5 8.6 8.3 8.4 8.5 8.2
1610 19 years 768 801 18.5 18.9 20.1 18.4 18.9 18.8
161017 years . 351 362 20,7 20.2 23.0 20.4 22,2 20.8
1810 19 vears . £29 451 17.3 18.0 18.1 16.9 17.1 17.7
o2 vem . 788 726 12.5 11.9 11.4 11.9 1.7 1.2
25 years and over 1,686 1,765 6.1 6.4 5.9 6.1 6.1 6.0
2610 64 years 1,463 1,522 6.4 6.9 6.2 6.3 6.6 6.5
65 years and over 261 251 4.9 4.7 43 4.9 w2 4t
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Table A-7. Range of unemployment measures based on varying definiti of Y and the labor force,
seasonally adjusted
{Percent]
H Quertarty sverages Mortidy dute
Messures i 1976 1977 177
1 11 111 1w 1 Feb. Mar, Apr.
U-1—Persoms unemployad 15 weeks or longer a3 8 percent of the
civitian tabor force 2.7 2.2 2.4 2.6 2.2 2.3 2.0 1.9
U:2-~Job kosers a5 8 parcant of the civilian labor foces . . 3.8 3.7 2.9 3.9 3.6 3.5 2.3 3.1
U-3—Unamployed household  heads a1 a percant of the housshold head
tobor force . 5.0 4.9 53 53 %8 %9 X3 4t
7.1 7.0 7.4 7.5 6.8 6.9 6.7 6.5
U5—Total unemployed m & percant of the civilisn labor fores
{ofticial rwasure) 7.6 7.4 7.8 7.9 4 7.5 7.3 7.0
UB—Total full-time jobmekers plus % pert-time jobssekers plus % total :
on part time for sconamic reasons as a percent of the Givilian
fabor force less % of the part-time Wbor force ............. e 9.3 9.1 9.5 9.7 _9.0 9.1 8.9 8.6
U-? —Total tullime jobsesicers plus % pert-time jobmekers plus % total 1
on part time tor economic ressons plus discouraged workers & &
" percant of the civilian labor force plus discourasged workers bess
%4 of the pert time tabor force R 10.2 10.0 10.3 10,7 9.9 KA. NoAe N.A

7 y—
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Table B-1. Employees on nonagricultural payrolls, by industry

ESTABLISHMENT DATA

(in thousands|
. Not sessonstly adiusted Sessonally adjustsd
Indusiry Apr. Feb. Mar, Apry Apr. Dec. Tan. Feb. Mar, Apr
1976 | 1977 1971 1971 1976 1976 1 1977 1977 19778 | 1977P
TOTAL .ovveannnss U |78,916 | 79,734 | so.s27]si203 | 79,312 | 80,344] 80,561 | 80,824 81,372 [ 81, 644
GOODSPRODUCING . ........... 23,047 | 23,063 | 23,442 | 23,783 | 23,403 | 23,508 23,589 | 23.701 (23,985 | 24,151
MINING .o e eeeemernrnes 66 807 825 819 775 808 817 823 840 38
CONTRAGT CONSTRUCTION ... ... 3468 | 3,251 | 3.439 3,661 | 3,620 3,605} 3561 | 3,645 3.746 | 3,822
MANUFACTURING . 18,813 | 19,005 | 19.178 | 19.283 | 19,008 | 19,095] 19,211 [ 19.233 (19,399 | 19,481
raduction workes 13520 | 13,600 | 13766 (13,863 | 13,700 | 13,691 13,801 | 13,810 [ 13,964 | 14,039
DURASLE GOODS .. 11,108 | 11,2460 10,318 | 11,006 | 11,1581 11,236 | 51,230 | 13,369 | 11,392
Froduction werket 27899 | s.0z6| 8092 | 7.871| 7,955 8,026 | 8,011} 8131 | 8153
Orcance snd socesories .......| 189.3 | 155.8 | 158.2) 185.7 160 156 156 156 156 157
e o oot 1| 5B7.5 | 606.0 | 615.0) 623.3 600 626 625 626 634 636
g e | agna | 493.7 | s00.5 so2.1 493 493 494 497 505 508
one, corrend gam produne .| 6183 | 597.6 1 626.7] 639.9 626 629 631 620 642 048
Primary metal industries - 1. 184.3 |1,17006 | 1191012072 | 1,187 1,182| 1,183 | 1,178 1,199 | 1,210
Fabricated metal products Vi 377.6 |1,397.7 | 14161 |1 42508 | 1,387 ] 1404] 1413 | 14161 1,432 4 1,436
2140.6 |2 141.3 {2,146,z | 2,056 | 21071 2,125 | 2,134} 2,135 | 2,144
878.9 |1,890.2 [t 899.9 | 1.830| 1,863 1.874 | 1,888} 1,909 | 1,917
Trarsportation equipment L7358 | 1,775.5 |1 18s.1 | vi7a2| 1,766 1,790 | 1,766| 1,808 | 1,792
Instruments and related procucts - | 505, 6 | 5211 | 521.1| 516.8 509 517 521 s24{ ‘525 520
Wiscellansous manufaceuring 2097 | 41313| w60 426 a1s 424 425 424 424
NONDURABLE GOODS. 7,897 7,932 7,965 7,992 7,937 7,975 8,003 | 8,030 8,089
Procuetion workers .. 57701 | s.7a0| 5,771 | 5,820 5,736 5,775 | 5,799| 5,833 | 5,886
Food ind kindred products . 1. 652.5 [ 1,656.6(1,653.8 | 1,707| 1,70f 1,721 | 1,727| 1,729 | 1,732
Tobacso manutactures . 714 67.5]  66.3 76 75 74 73 72 73
Textite mill products . . 962.8 | 970.0| 980.5 973 957 958 964 973 983
Domrg adots sile o [1,316.7 11,2778 | 1,287.801,289.3 | 13228 1.271) 1278 1,280 1,284 | 1,294
Pt s allied geoduets ... 669.1 | "680.3 | "683.4| 689.7 677 680 684 688 689 697
Printing snd publishing . - . 10751 |1,094.2 | 1,096.9[1,006.3 | 1,076| 1,089). 1,00 | 1,095| 1,098 | 1,097
B e P tod s _.[1,029.8 [1,041.0 | 1,044:8[1,049.5 | 1,036] 1,041] 1,0441 11,0504 1,048 1,056
Petroleom and con produets .| 201.1 | 198.9 | "200.7{ 207.9 205 204 205 205 206 212
Rubber and plastics proucts, e, | 629.4 | 655.8 |  660.61 665.7 641 647 656 “656 665 678
Leather snd leather products .. .. 277.9 | 262,41 264.1| 265.8 219 263 265 265 266 267
SERVICE-PRODUCING . . 55,929 | 56,671 | 57,085| 57,510 | 55,909 | 56,836| 56,972 | 57,123} 57.387 | 57.493
TRANSPORTATION AND PUBLIC
UTILITIES . vevereneecennens | 4474 | 4,494 | as21] 4538 | 45000 4553 4,549| 4,553 4,567 | 4,575
WHOLESALE AND REVAIL TRADE .| 17,490 | 17,653 | 17,783| 18,019 | 17,662| 17,898| 17,9811 18,067} 18,172 | 18 196
WHOLESALE TRADE . s212 | 4291 | 4,308] 4,331 | 4.250| 4,304 4323| 4,334 4,349} 4370
RETAIL TRADE . 130278 | 13,362 | 13/477] 13,688 | 13.412| 13,594] 13,658 | 13,733| 13,823 } 13,826
FINANCE, INSURANCE, AND
REAL ESTATE .- veeocenneeins 4,276 | 4391 | 4.419] 4,450 | 4,289 4,403 4,423 | 4,431] 4,450 4,467
SERVIGES ....cooocreiieiennns 14,536 | 14,887 | "15,032] 15,200 | 14,536] 14,936 15,0101 15,068| 15,153 | 15,200
GOVERNMENT. 15,153 | 15,246 | 15,330} 15,299 | 14,912| 15,046/ 15,009 | 15,004| 15,045 15,055
FEDEAAL 2730 | 2705 | 2.7m4] zoa | zo7as| 2720 2721| 2,721) z725 ) 2724
STATE AND LOCAL 12423 | 12,581 | 1z,616] 12,578 | 12.179| 12,326] 12,288 | 12,283) 12,320} 12,331
pepratiminery. Il
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Table B-2. Average weekly hours of pr ion or
payrolls, by industry

pervisory workers' on private nonagricultural

Not seasonaly adjusted Sewsonally adjustad
\ndustry Apr. Feb. Mar, Apri> Apr. Dec. Tan. Feb. Mar, Apr
1976 19717 1977 1977 1976 1976 1977 1977 1977‘, 1917))
TOTAL PRIVATE 35.8 . 35.9 35.9 35.9 36.1 36.2 35,8 36.3 36.2 36.2

MINING .. 42,3 43.3 43,5 43.2 42.8 43.7 42.9 43,6 44.2 43.7
CONTRACT CONSTRUCTION ......... 37.1 36.6 36,6 36.8 37.4 37.3 35.4 37.8 36.9 37.1
MANUFACTURING . 39.2 39.9 40.2 40. 39.4 40.0 39.5 40.3 40.4 40.2

Overtime hours . 2.4 3.0 3.2 31 2.6 3.2 3.2 3.3 3.3 3.4
DURASLE GOODS . . 39.6 40.4 40.8 40.7 39.8 40.5 40.0 40.8 4l1.0 40.8
Owertime hours . 2.3 3.1 3.3 3.3 2.5 . 3.3 3.4 3.3 3.4 3.6
Ordnance and aceessories . . 39.5 40.6 40.8 41,1 39.7 4.0 40.5 40,6 40.6 41.3
Lumber snd wood products 40.0 40.2 39.8 39.7 40.0 40.3 39.9 40.5 40.1 39.7
Furniture and fixtures . . . . 37.9 37.5 38,2 37.8 38.4 38.6 37.0 38,1 38.7 38.3
Stane, ctay, and glass products 40.8 40.7 41.1 41.4 41.1 41.2 39.9 41.4 41.3 41.7
Primary metal inchustries . . 40.5 40.4 41.1 4l1.2 40.6 40.1 40.0 40.6 41,2 41.3
Fabricated metal products . 39.4 40.4 40.8 40.6 39.6 40.5 39.9 40.8 4l.0 40.8
Machinery, except electrical 40.0 41.3 41.5 41,1 40.2 41.2 40,6 41.3 41.5 41.3
Etectrical equipment . . . 39.0 40.3 40.27 39,9 39.1 40.2 39.4 40.6 40.3 40.0 -
Transportation equipment . 39.9 41.0 42.4 42.4 39.8 41,1 41. 4 41.4 42.8 42.3
instruments and related products 39.5 40,6 40,2 40.3 39.6 40.7 39.8 40.8 40.3 40.4
Miscellaneous manufacturing 38.0 39.3 39.3 38.6 38.0 38.9 38,2 39.5 | 39.3, 38.6
NONDURABLE GOODS 38.5 39.1 39.2 39.1 38.9 39,3 38.7 39.6 39.5 39.4
Quertie hours .. 2.5 2.9 2.9 2.9 2.8 3.1 3.0 3.z 3.1 3.2
Food and kindred products . 39.4 39.7 39.6 39.4 40,1 40.1 39.5 40.3 40.2 40.1
Tobacco menufactures . 38.1 38.5 37.8 37.5 38.6 37.5 36.1 39.4 38.5 38,0
Taxtile mill products . 38.9 40.2 40,4 40.3 39.3 40,1 39.7 40.5 40.7 40.7
Apparel and other textile products | . 34.8 35,3 35,5 35.0 34.9 35.3 34.2 35.7 35.6 35,1
41.6 42.1 42,47 42,5 42.1 42.6 41.9 42.7) 42,8 43.0
. 36,9 37.5 37,6 37.1 37.2 37.7 37.4 37.9 37.7 37.4
Chémicals and allied products . 41,77 41.5 - 41,7 41.8 41.7 41.7 41,6 41,7 41.8 41.8
Petroleum and coal products , . 42,2 41.8 42.3 42.5 42.2 42.5 42.3 42.5 42,7 42.5
Rubber and plastics products, nec 39.4 41.3 4l1.2 40.9 39.6 41.5° 40.9 4.4 41.2 41,1
Leather and lesther products . . 37.0 36.5 36.4 36,4 37.7 36.5 35.3 36.7 36,5 37.1
' TRANSPORTATION AND PUBLIC )

UTILITIES ..o 39.6 40.2 39.9 40.0 39.8 40.5 39.8 40,5 40.3 40,2

WHOLESALE AND RETAIL TRADE .... 33.5 330 33.1 33,1 339 33.6 33.2 33.4 33.5 33.5
WHOLESALE TRADE. 38.6 38.8 38.7 38.6 38.9 38.6 38.7 39.1 38.9 38.9
RETAIL TRADE . 32,1 31,3 31.4 3.5 32.5 32.2 3.6 31.8 3.9 31.9

FINANCE, INSURANCE, AND .

REAL ESTATE. 36.6 36.7 36.6 36.6 36.6 36.7 36.8 36.6 36.7 36.6
SERVICES .........cooviiiiinnnn, 33.3 33.4 33.Z| 33.3 33.5 .33.5 33.5 33,6 33.4 33.5
! Data relate to production workers in mining and i ion workers in contract ion: and to isory workens in ion and public utilities; whole-

sale and retail trade; finance, insurance, and real estate; and services. These groups account for appraximately four-fifths of the total employment on privaty nonsgricuttural peyrolls.

Pepreliminary.
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Table B-3. Aversge hourly snd weekly earnings of ploduc(ion ©Or nonsupervisory workers' on private
nonagricultural payrolis, by industry

Avetage heurty axming B Aversg wesldy asrming
Sndanry Apr. Feb, Maz, Apr. Apr, Feb, Mar, Apr,
1976 1977 1977 | 1977P | 1976 1977 1927P | 3977P
TOTAL PRIVATE, $5.09] 85.11 $5.04 [$171.12 [$182.73{31£3. 45 {e184,53
‘Sansonaty aciceted 5.09] 812 5.16 | 172.92 | 184,77 [ 185,34 | 186,79
minG 6.76) 677 6.8 { 267,76 | 292,71} 204.50 | 29¢.19
v.88 e 7.84 | 276,25 | 286,41 287.31 | 288,51
s.43] s.49 s5.527| 198.74 | 216,66 | 220.70 | 220.80
s.41 | . 5.79] s.88 5.88 | 214.24 | 233,92) 238,68 | 239.32
5,59 6.06| 6,14 6,041 220.01 | 246.04| 250,51 | 252,38
4.52 488 490 180,80 | 197,38) 194.22 | 194,53
3,91 4.18 4.16| 148.19 | 156,00 159,68 [ 15800
s.20 5,57 s.61 [ 212,16 | 225.48| 226.93 | 232,28
6.1 14 7.21 274,19 | 285,22 293.45 | 297.05
5,27 5,64 S.671 207.64 | 228,03( 230,11 | 230,20
5. 62 6.04 6.05 | 224,80 | 248.63] 250.66 | 248.66
6 s.19 5,23 185,64 | 208.35| 208.64 | 20808
6,31 7.05 7.03] 251,77 281.67( 298.92 | 298,07
477 5.10 5,101 183.42 207.06| 208,02 205,53
3,95 4.25] <28 4.28) 150,10 | 167.03] 166,20 | 165,21
459 9] a9 4.98] 176,72 | 192.76] 194.04 | 19472
<0 s.22{ s.23 s.28| 192,27 207.23] 207.01 | 208,03
5,12 5,37 S.46 s.58| 195,07 | 206.75| 206.39 | 209.25
3,52 s, 84| .85 3,87 136,93} 154.37{ 155,84 | 155,96
3.37 3.85] 3,57 3.57] 117.28] 125.32] 12874 | 124095
5.26 5.69 5,72 5,77] 218,82 239.55] 242,53 | 245.23
s, 60 5,93 597 5.97] 206,64 222,38 224.47 | 221,49
57 6.18) 6.21 6.25| 240,61 | 256.47 288,96 | 261,28
12 7.63 7.67 7.63| 300. 46 318,93] 324,44 322,78
4.50 5.03] 5,04 5,08| 177.301 207,74 207.65 [ 207.77
341 3.60 3061 3,601 126.17[ 131.40[ 131,40 | 13104
TRANSPORTATION AND PUBLICUTILITIES .......oauee o 638 6.74] 6,72 6.78( 251,461 270.95] 268.13 | 271.20
WHOLESALE AND RETAILTRADE ................ [N B W 1) 420 420 4.22| 130.99] 138.60) 139,02 | 139,68
WHOLESALE TRADE : s.10 5.40| s.41 s.48{ 19¢.861 209.52] 209,37 | 211,53
AETAIL TRADE c.vvvereerrnronnnns veeraenanes vereene] 3,80 3,78 376 2.77) 112,38 117.69] 113,06 | 118,76
FINANCE, INSURANCE, AND REAL BSTATE .......c..oermeen “n 4.52f 4.5 4,32 158.B4] 168,88 165,43
430 61| 462 4.64) 143,19] 15397 153,38 | 1s4s1
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Table B-4.  Hourly earnings index for p or visory workers' on private nonagricuttural
payrolls, by industry divisi y adj
11967-100]
Purcent changs from
'
Industry
Apr. Nov. Dec. Jan. Feb. Mar.p| Apr.p | Apr. 1976- |mar. 1977-
1976 1976 1976 1977 1977 1977 | 1977 | apr. 1977 |apr. 1977
TOTAL PRIVATE NONFARM:
182.4 189.7 | 190.6 192.5 | 193.2 | 1%.1 | 195.2 7.0 0.6
108.4 109.3 | 109.4 109.5 | 109.0 | 108.8 | N.A. @) )
MINING 195.7 205.0 | 206.8 207.8 | 210.4 | 210.0 | 211.9 8.3 .9
CONTRACT CONSTRUCTION . 183.3 189.2 | 189.5 192.4 | 190.8 | ISL.1 | 191.9 47 4
MANUFACTURING ..... 181.9 189.8 | 191.0 192.3 193.2 194.5 195.4 7.4 .5
TAANSPORTATION AND PUBLIC UTILITIES. 195.7 203.7 | 203.1 205.1 | 206.2 | 207.0 | 208.9 6.8 .9
WHOLESALE AND RETAIL TRADE..... 176.0 183.4 | 184.5 185.8 | 187.6 | 188.3 | 189.4 7.6 .6
FINANCE, INSURANCE, AND REAL ESTATE 169.1 1731 | 172.9 176.5 | 175.7 | 175.9 | 176.7 4.5 4
SERVICES. 185.9 193.0 | 19%4.6 197.7 | 197.7 | 199.0 | 200.0 7.6 .5

! Ses footnots 1, table B-2.

: Percent change was 0.6 from March 1976 to March 1977, the latest wonth available.
s Percent change was -0.2 from February 1977 to March 1977, the latest month available.

N.A. = not svailable.
pepreliminary.

NOTE: Al series are in current doltars except where incicated. The index excludes effects of two types of changes thet are unrelated to underlying wage-rate developments: Fluctuations in over- -
time premiumme in manufacturing ithe onty sector for which overtime data ave available] and the effects of changes in the proportion of workers in high-wage and low-wege industries.

Tebla B-5. Indexes of aggregate weekly hours of pi or visory rkers' on private nonagricultural
payrolls, by industry, seasonally adjusted
(1967 = 100]
ey dion and 1976 1977
[
ustry division and g Apr. | May | June | July | Aug. | Sept. | Oct. | Nov. | Dec. | Jan. | Feb. | Mar.Hq Apr.P
TOTAL ..ovnvvnniinnnnnnns 111.8) 112,00 111.6] 111.8] 111.8] 112.2 | 112.2 [ 112.8 {113.3 | 112.3 {114.2 {115.0 [115.4
GOODSPRODUCING .. .......... 9s.6| 97.2| 96.8] 96.5| 95.7| 95.9| v6.0| 97:2] 96.9| 95.2| 98.3 | 99.8 |100.4
MINING ... 125.9| 124.7| 125.0| 127.7{ 115.6| 1317 131.1]132.6 {134.0[130.7 [134.6 }140.4 [140.4
CONTRACT CONSTRUCTION .. ... 105.0] 104.0{ 104.0/ 103.7| 162.5| 99.4{104.2|105.7[104.3| 96.4 [105.9 [107.0 [110.6
MANUFACTURING .. ........... 92.0| 95.1] 94.6| 94.2| 93.9| 9s.0| 93.2| 94.5| 94.4| 93.8) 95.7) 97.2 | 97.3
DURABLE GOODS . . . . 90.9| 94.0] 93.8] 93.5) 93.6] 93.2| 92.0| 93.8| 93.6/ 93.2{ 94.8] 96.9 | 96.6
Ordnance and accessories . . . 39.9| 41.0| 40.7) 40.0] 39.8} 38.6| 38.5| 38.5} 39.5] 39.0] 39.1 [.39.1 | 40.9
Lumber and wood Broducts . . 96.0| 96.6| 96.1} 98.6] 97.6} 98.2 99.4[100.81101.9 [101.1|103.0 103.6 |102.7
Furniture and fixtures . . . . . 102.7| 105.1| 103.3] 102.3] 101.2| 102.4 | 102.2 | 102,8 | 103.5| 98.5 |102.7 |106.1 [106.0
Stone, clay, and glass products 98.6| 99.5 99.7{ 99.2| 98.6] 98.9| 99.7}100.2| 99.1| 96.1| 97.1 [101.5 |103.3
Primary metal industries . . . . 86.8] 88.3| 89.2] 90.1| 89.8| 88.8| 86.2| 85.7| 85.0| 84.8| 85.5| 88.7 { 89.9
Fatwicated metal products . . . 94.9| 98.7| 98.4] 98.0| 98.6| 98.6) 96.5} 98.1| 9a.1! 97.6]100.0.]10L.6 |201.5
Machinery, excent electrical . . 91.7| 94.9] 94.5 95.9] 95.9| 95.9] 94.0| 96.7| 96.0| 95.7 ) 97.7 | 98.2 | 98.3
Electrical equipment and spplies - g9.0| 92.2] 91.9 90.5| 92.2] 91.5] 92.1] 93.4| 93.1] 9L.7| 95.5| 96.2 | 96.2
«ansportation equipment . . . 96.9] 92.8f 92.6| 90.3| 90.7| 89.1] 86.1| 91.5| 90.6] 93.3] 91.3{ 96.7 | 94.3
tnstruments and related products . 105.7| 109.6| 109.1] 110.3] 108. 1| 107,2{107.9| 108.5[110.4 | 108.9 [112.4 {1113 [109.9
iscollaneous manufacturing Ind. 93.1] 95.4] 94.7] 93.1] 91.8| 92.2| 92.0| 92.1| 91.6| 93.1§ 96.8 | 95.7 | 94.3
NONDURABLE GOODS . . 96.0| 96.6] 95.8| 95.2| 94.2| 95.2| 95.0| 95.4| 95.5| 94.7 | 97.1 [ 97.6 | 98.2
Food and kindred products . 96.1] 96.6] 96.8] 97.0] 96.5] 96.4| 96.2| 96.6| 95.5| 95.1| 97.5| 97.6 | 97.5
Tobaczo menufactures . 85.4] 85.4] 83.4f 82.3| 84.0f 82.1| 83.0] 81.6| 81.6} 76.1| 83.0| 79.8 ] 80.1
Textile mill products . . 96.1] 99.9] 98.6] 98.0] 95.5 95.2| 95.0f 95.6| 96.1§ 95.4| 97.9| 99.4 [100.5
Apparel and other textile products . 89.3| 92.0| 91.4 88.9| 87.6] B6.2| 85.7| B6.1| 86.3] 84.1| 88,0 88.1 [ 87.5
Paper and allied products 95.9| 98.1] 97.3 96.9] 96.1| 96.5| 95.7] 97.0| 97.2] 96.2| 98.0'| 98.6 1100.6
- Printing and publishing . . 92.3 9361 93.1] 93.6] 92.9| 93.1| 93.4{ 93.6| 93.7| 93.0] 94.8 [ 94.5] 93.6
Chemicats and allied products . 100.1) 100.0| 99.0] 99.4| 99.8| 100.3] 99.4]100.0|100.0 {100.4 {101.8 |102.1 |103.2
Petroleum and coal products 115.6| 113.9| 1116 112.2| 112.4] 112.2{ 112.5[ 113.1 | 114.7 [115.0 | 114.7 [117.0 [120.8
Rubber and plastics products, nec 121.3| 108.8| 107.0| 106.2| 105.2| 124.3] 125.6| 125.7 | 127.6 | 1277 [ 129.6 [131.9 134.6
Leather and leather products . 78.4| 79.8| 76.0| 74.7| 72.5| 72.1| 7.0} 70.4] 70.5} 69.1} 71.9 | 71.8 | 73.3
SERVICE-PRODUCING ] 122.6) 122.3] 121.8| 122. 5 123.0f 123.6| 123.5| 123. 5] 124. 6 | 124.1 [125.3 |125.6 (125.9
TRANSPORTATION AND PUBLIC
UTILITIES ................ 102. 4| 101.9} 101.6| 102.1} 102.5] 102.9| 102.0{103.2 | 105.0 | 102.7 {104.4 |104.0 |104.0
WHOLESALE AND RETAIL
TRADE ................c.. 119.8[ 118.9} 118.1 118.9} 119.0{ 119.7| 119.3] 118.9 | 120.0 | 119.1 [120.7 [121. 4 |12L. 5
WHOLESALE YRADE ., 114.3) 114.3] 1141} 115.3] 114.7] 114. 9] 114.8| 114.8 | 1148 [ 115.4 }117.0 |116.8 {117.5
RETAIL TRADE 121.8| 120.6| 119.6} 120.3] 120.6] 121.6] 121.0| 120.4 | 122. 0 |120. 4 [ 122.1 [123. 1 |122.9
FINANCE, INSURANCE, AND
REAL ESTATE .............. 126. 1] 126.3] 126.3] 126.6| 127. 3] 127. 7 128.3129.1129.8 | 130.6 |130.2 [131.0 1310
SERVICES .................. 134. 8 135.3| 135.0] 135.4] 136. 6] 137.2{ 137. 6] 137.7 | 138.4 | 138.8 |139.7 [139.7 [140.5

' See footnote 1, table 82,
ppretiminary,
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ESTABLISHMENT DATA PRESS RELEASE ESTABLISHMENT DATA

Table B-6. Indexes of diffusion: Percent of industries in which employment’ increasad

Youe uoet mamth Over 1-wonth spen Over J-ecmth wan Over G-month s Over 12.manth smn

587 61.6 64.8 63.1
55,8 55,2 56.4 59,6
48.0 54.7 54.7 54.9
847 52,3 518 50,0
54.7 57.0 50.3 40.1
s44 50,9 - s 282
9.1 442 35.8 26.7
a2 36,0 320 221
32.6 35,8 21.8 20.6
35.5 26.2 15.7 18.6
19.8 21,8 16,0 16,6
19.8 12,8 1307 4.0
16,9 128 13.7 16.3
1609 14.0 12,8 17,4
273 22,7 16.9 1.2
44.2 34.6 29.1 20.3
51.2 43.6 40.7 25.6
39.8 47.7 59.0 40.)
57.3 55.5 63. 4

7204 75.0 6.6

81.4 78.8 72.4

64.0 70.6 5.8
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9.2 75,0 71,6

6.7 82.0 52.8 84.6
74. 4 84.3 83.1 82.8
7.9 84.9 77.0 . 79.4
7.9 81.1 7.0 735
63.4 70,6 . 7.5 9.7
a1 57.0 70.9 2904
52.9 47. 4 55.2 75.3
49.1 65.1 55.2 T4.1
68.9 4.9 61.9 7. 0p
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Mr. Saiskin. Mr. Chairman, I did not get to the questions earlier
about recent price changes, but if you will put them to me, I will be
happy to answer them.

Representative Loxe. Fine.

Congressman Reuss.

Representative Reuss. Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman, and
thank you, Mr. Shishkin, for bringing us the glad tidings this morning.

At least in the conventional tier of the unemployment picture, what
has happened between now and last November is that unemployment
generally has gone down from 8 percent to 7 percent, and that is
encouraging. ‘

Almost all of the 900,000 people who have found jobs since last
November have been those who had jobs and lost them and have now
found them again. That is great news for which we are very grateful.

But I now return to what bothered me last month, and continues to
bother me, and that is simply this: .

While overall employment figures are good and figures particularly
for white male heads of family are extremely promising, nevertheless,
when you get to black women 20 years and over, their unemployment
went up from 11.6 percent last-month, that is in March, and from 10.8
percent in January of this year, to 12.3 percent today, and black teen-
agers, their unemployment has gone up from 34 percent last November
and December to 36 percent today: It is a little better today than it was
the month before, but it is still tragic.

Isn’t it a fact, therefore, that there does seem to be two tiers in our
national employment picture, and that the bottom tier, blacks, teen-
agers and women, is being left behind, they are not being helped by the
present miniboom %

Mr. Suaiskin. Yes, sir. I think that is correct. I said that last month,
and this month, I illustrated it by a chart in my brief statement. I
didn’t select some of the particular categories you did, but it is crys-
tal clear to me that we are having diverse trends in the pattern of unem-
ployment for experienced people, adults, on one hand, and teenagers,
women, and also blacks on the other.

So I agree with you. :

Representative Reuss. Would you agree with the observation I have
been making that the administration, in withdrawing the $13 billion
additional deficit that would have been entailed by the tax reduction
program, largely in $50 rebates, that that action was about half right?
It was right in the sense that we perhaps didn’t need all of that crude,
vulgar neo-Keynesian stimulus, but that it was not right in that we
didn’t take $3 billion of that $13 billion savings and put it into “get
jobs for those who need them quickly” programs. Would you agree
with that?

Mr. Suiskiwn. I try to stay out of the policy issues. I leave that to
other officials in the department. Let me say that Secretary Marshall
has been pushing the very line that you have suggested.

Representative Reuss. He has been and I admire his pertinacity,
though so far T don’t see any signs of success.

You know, 10 days ago I introduced a bill which was a complete
piece of plagiarism. It was FDR’s original Civilian Conservation
Corps bill, which President Roosevelt introduced on March 21, 1933,
10 days thereafter, on March 31, the Congress passed it and it was
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signed into law. A couple of weeks after that, half a million young
people were out in the forests doing work, whose benefit lives on to
the present day, 40 years later, and who got their start in life and
dignity as a result of that work.

The bill, I have to report, has not passed the Congress. It hasn’t
even gotten a hearing. It isn’t very original, but I don’t see anything
better around. Isn’t something like that needed ?

Mr. SHiskIN. Secretary Marshall is promoting programs like that,
and he is familiar with what I have been doing. I showed him an
earlier version of this chart several weeks ago and he and Under
Secretary Brown have both been using this chart. That is about as
far as I can go there.

Representative Reuss. I completely agree with you and hope you
will, within the limits of your statistical office, let your voice ring out
within the Government.

We need something, in short, to reach the second tier of our people,
those who are not helped by general stimulus, and it is perfectly plain
who those are. They are poor people, largely people who have never
worked, heavily minority groups, and heavily young, and heavily
women. We hady better get going. :

Mr. Smiskrw. Sir, I think this chart, and now I am using it today
obviously and I will be using it in a speech I am giving next week,
at the Business Council, and the Secretary is using it, or at least the
contents of it and the Under Secretary, so I think it will get around.
I hope you will use it, too.

Representative Reuss. We will do our best. Thank you.

Representative Lone. Thank you, Congressman Reuss.

As Mr. Reuss has indicated we always try to get some idea of the
effectiveness of what we do as Members of Congress. As you know, the
stimulus program that has been implemented was not as strong as the
Joint Economic Committee had recommended; recognizing that you
try to stay out of these policy statements, let me ask you a factual
question :

If we break down the data to specifics on the construction trades, it
appears that the jobless rate in thus category fell by two percentage
points during April. Is there any way you can determine how much

.of this decrease is due to the stimulus program enacted by Congress,
last fall in the Public Works Employment Act? :

Mr. Sursgiv. I don’t think we could come up with a quantitative
figure. As you know, in accordance with this act, the Public Work
Emnplovment Act, large sums of money are being allocated periodically
on the basis of our unemployment figures. So it will appear that bill
must have been helpful.

What we can say is that a very substantial decline of unemployment
in the construction trades has taken place, not only in this month, but
the decline has been going on quite a while. ‘

Representative Lone. We always experience to some degree, a de-
crease in unemployment in the spring. Are the figures seasonally
adjusted ?

Mr. SursriN. Yes; they are.

Representative Lowe. Then, since there was a_more substantial
employment increase in the construction trades than there was in
practically any other segment of the economy, we could logically

s
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assume that, as you said, at least to some degree the legislation was
responsible.

Mr. Suiskin. I think it is worth pointing out in this context that
one of the reassuring aspects of the recent data that have come out on
employment are that there has been substantial employment growth in
construction and manufacturing. That was not true earlier in this
expansion, and particularly in the early first part of this year.

But in March, again in April, we had substantial growth in manu-
facturing and construction. Now these are two sectors of the economy
which have, if I may use an economist’s term, a large multiplier. I
think I should also say that over the last 2 months, we have had one of
the best performances in American history in the labor market. The
private sector created a million jobs in 2 months. I don’t think we
have often done anything like that, have we, Mr. Stein?

Mr. StEIN. No.

Mr. SmrskIn. It is really a fantastic performance.

Representative Lone. Would you repeat that, please, Mr. Shiskin?

Mr. SuiskiN. Yes. In the last 2 months we have had an increase of
more than 1 million in total employment. There has been very little
growth in Gbvernment, as you know, so these jobs were almost all in
the private sector.

So the private sector in the last 2 months has created over a million
new jobs. That has happened only a very few times before in the post-
war period.

The reason I haven’t dwelt overly on that is that I think that there
are two special factors that are pushing up the figures for March and
April. One is that there still may be some makeup, even in April,
from the bad weather at the beginning of the year.

Also, I think it is safe to assume that we are having a new inventory
buildup. Inventories were drawn down in the fourth quarter of the
year, and while the figures are very late in coming out, so we don’t
have them yet, it seems pretty clear that we are having an upward
adjustment 1n inventories.

The makeup is probably going to go away and we won’t have it next
month, but the inventory buildup will probably continue for at least
a few months.

I don’t believe we can expect to create a million jobs every 2 months
for very long, and I think the figure I did use, 380,000 per month for
the last 6 months, is more representative, but that is a very good
figure, too.

You know, if we average 380,000 jobs for this year, and I don’t
know what the second half will bring, 1977 will probably show the
best performance in the labor markets in American history.

In recent months we have introduced a new measure related to this,
the employment population ratio. The thought is this, in a country
with a growing population, you always should expect employment to
grow, because the population is growing, the country is growing.

So the employment growth is related to the population growth to
take into account the fact that the country is growing.

Last month we saw almost a new high in the employment-popula-
tion ratio; 57 percent of the American people, age 16 and over, are
working today, one of the highest figures we have ever seen: I might
say that in many ways this recovery is better than the recovery after
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the severe recession in 1958, and one of the ways is that the employment
population ratio has grown more rapidly than in 1958-59.

Representative Lonc. How does that employment-population ratio
compare to nonrecessionary periods?

.Mr. Suiseiw. This is a nonrecessionary period we are in now. In
11)51)74:, the ratio was 574, the beginning of 1974, that is the highest in

istory. .

If you go back to earlier years, we have never been close to that.
The employment-population ratio can be interpreted as a measure
of welfare, how well is the country doing in getting people to work.
We are just doing very, very well. »

On the other hand, we do have these problems with pockets of un-
employment that Congressman Reuss referred to, and they can’t be
overlooked. But in terms of the overall situation, as measured by the
employment population ratio—

Representative Lone. If T could get the benefit of your expertise—
T am not necessarily asking you to try to help make policy, that being
our responsibility—tell me this: I gather from what you say that this
high population-employment ratio is right at the second highest that
it has ever been in the history of the United States. If this ratio should
continue for another month or so, it seems logical to' me that we
should at that time perhaps focus our attention on the specific pockets
of unemployment rather than to the general business stimulants that
we have heretofore been directing a great deal of our attention.

Would you agree with that?

Mr. Suiskin. Certainly I would agree with you, sir.

Representative Lone. Specific pockets of unemployment and the
problem of teenage unemployment, as Congressman Reuss pointed
out, continue to plague us. Your figures indicate that unemployment
in this area during the month dropped from 188 to 17.8, which in
unusual circumstances would be a pretty substantial improvement.

Mr. SuiskIN. Yes; it was. It was a very substantial improvement.

Representative Loxa. How much of this, in your opinion, was due
to an increase in teenage employment and how much of it was due to
a reduction in the teenage labor force?

Mr. Smisgin. I didn’t think of that. Could you comment on that,
Mr. Stein ?

Mr. Sten. I have figures like that here, but it would take me a
minute to check them out.

Mﬁr SuiskiN. Could we come back to that question in a minute or
two? '

Representative Long. If you would, please.

While we are waiting here, let’s return to the question of inflation,
which continues to cause us problems. The 1.1 percent increase in the
wholesale price index, which you announced yesterday, marks the third
month in a row that this index has increased by about 1 percent. Is
that correct ?

Mr. SaskIN. Right.

Representative Lona. Offsetting that, this is the second month in a
gow thgat we have shown a substantial decrease in the unemployment

gure?

Mr. Saiskin. Right.
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Representative Lone. But if we look at the wholesale price index
increases, this is the first sustained increase we have experienced since
1974 when we started this inflationary period, or, at least this is the
first time we have had, I think, three increases in a row in which whole-
sale prices have risen by almost 19 percent.

Give us a little bit more of the benefit of your thinking concerning
the relationship of the unemployment figures and the inflation figures.
To simplify it in the form of a question, In your opinion, is this the
beginning of a new round of high inflation in wholesale prices, or is it
just a temporary aberration?

I realize that you have already indicated you believe that other
factorsare at play here.

Mr. SaiskiN. I am looking at a chart, a series of charts that BLS
releases each month, with the WPI and the CPI, which show the
historical record back to 1968.

As T said, if you look at the WPI records, you see some rather mild
fluctuations in 1975 and 1976. They look more like those that took place
in 1969, 1970, 1971, not at all like the ones that took place in 1973, 1974.

Now the figures for the most recent months are in the upward direc-
tion. So far they are within the same limits that we saw prior to the
1973,1974 inflationary bulge.

Furthermore, if you dissect the figures you see that here also are

- two very different trends.

If you look at the.chart showing changes in industrial prices, the
prices of industrial commodities, you see the same kinds of patterns of
cycles, very small cycles in 1975 and 1976 which look like the ones that
we had in 1969, 1970, 1971, and so on, not at all like the one in 1973-74.
There is no sign of a big increase in‘industrial commodity prices of
the kind that we had when the big inflation took place.

I think there is a tendency on the part of people, and I have inflation
in mind, to think back to the very unusual inflation of 1973-74. We
have to be eternally vigilant that we are not getting into that kind of
inflation again, but on the other hand, we should not be rash and think
because we have a few months of price rises that is what we are going
to get into.

So that is the story on industrial prices. I think industrial prices
have been flat. In fact, if you look at the last 2 years, at the chart
showing percent change over 12 months, which I have in front of me,
for the industrial commodities component, it is almost exactly flat
over that period. But prices of farm products and of processed foods
have been rising.

This morning I seem to be talking about two tracks both in unem-
ployment and prices.

Representative Long. There are about as many points of dissim-
ilarity between the trends that occurred prior to the major inflation of
1974 as there are of similarity, are there not?

There are substantial numbers of points of dissimilarity between
the two?

Mr. Suisgin. Yes, I am sure there are. The point I am making, Mr.
Chairman, I am trying to make at this time, I would put it this way.
It is customary, it has always happened during periods of vigorous
economic growth, which I think we are experiencing now, that the
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rate of increase in prices accelerates, and I think we are seeing that
now.

We are seeing that both in parts of the WPI and parts of the CPI. So
that is customary.

T would expect more of it as the expansion continues. But there is
no reason at the present time to think we are getting into a very
wild inflation.

As I say, we have to be eternally vigilant and watch it and worry
about it, but at this point I think that the price increases look more
like past history than they do to price increases during the 1973-74
period.

Representative Loxec. Are we ready to go back to the other question

Mr. StEIN. Yes. The drop in the teenage unemployment rate was the
result of an increase in employment. The teenage employment went up
115,000 between March and April, unemployment dropped 82,000 and
the teenage labor force changed very, little, up 33,000.

Representative Lona. So the figures indicate a substantial increase
in teenage employment, rather than a decline in the number of teen-
agers who were seeking employment ?

Mr. Stein. That is correct.

Representative Lone. Again, I assume that both of you gentlemen
interpret this as a good sign ¢

Mr. SHiskiN. Yes, sir.

Mr. STEIN. Yes.

Mr. Smiskin. It is hard to see anything bad in the employment-
unemployment figures this month. I have a person onmy staff whom I
ask each month to go back and see what she can find in the figures
that is unfavorable and she almost always manages to find something.
But she could not find anything this month, so we have a very good
report.

Representative Loxa. The only trouble is, if she had put on yester-
day’s hat and had examined the inflation figures, she would have found
something.

Mr. Suisg1w. She doesn’t like to work on prices.

Representative Long. Thank you, gentlemen, very much. We appre-
ciate your coming here and being with us.

The committee stands adjourned.

[Whereupon, at 11:35 a.m., the committee adjourned, subject to the
call of the Chair.] ’
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FRIDAY, JUNE 3, 1977

CoNGrEss OF THE UNITED STATES,
Joint Economic COMMITTEE,
Washington, D.C.

The committee met, pursuant to notice, at 11 a.m., in room 1202,
Dirksen Senate Office Building, Hon. Richard Bolling (chairman
of the committee) presiding.

Present: Representatives Bolling, Long, and Pike.

Also present: John R. Stark executive director; Louis C. Kraut-
hoff II, assistant director; G. Thomas Cator and Katie MacArthur,
professional staff members; Mark Borchelt, administrative assistant;
and Charles H. Bradford, M. Catherine Miller, and Mark R. Poli-

cinski, minority professional staff members.

OPENING STATEMENT OF REPRESENTATIVE BoLLING, CHAIRMAN

Representative BoLring. The committee will be in order.

Today the Joint Economic Committee continues its monthly hear-
ings on the employment and unemployment situation.

Julius Shiskin, Commigsioner of the Bureau of Labor Statistics,
is with us this morning to present the unemployment and wholesale
price data for May.

Mr. Commissioner, you bring mixed news today. The good news
is that employment continued its strong upward trend in May,
growing by nearly 400,000. This follows an employment gain of
over 1 million in the previous 2 months. However, the number of
people unemployed changed very little from April to May, and
May’s strong increase in employment was accompanied by an equally
large increase in the labor force. Hence, the unemployment rate is
6.9 percent, little changed from the previous month.

In addition, the May figures indicate the continued existence of
the two tier structure of unemployment. The teenage unemployment
rate was 17.9 percent, and the unemployment rate among black
youth was 38.7 percent. The rate for all blacks was 12.9 percent.

While the employment-unemployment situation in May contained
mixed news in that sense, the price data for that month contained
uniformly good news. The Wholesale Price Index for all commodities
increased 0.4 percent in May, the smallest increase this year. The
indexes for industrial commodities and processed foods and feeds
increased at a slower rate than they had in the 2 previous months.
youth was 38.7 percent. The rate for all blacks was 12.9 percent.

Although I am hesitant to read too much into 1 month’s data,
I hope that the May data portend a reduction from the double digit
rate of inflation we have experienced over the last several months.

Mr. Commissioner, please proceed with your statement.

(1767)
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STATEMENT OF HON. JULIUS SHISKIN, COMMISSIONER, BUREAU
OF LABOR STATISTICS, DEPARTMENT OF LABOR, ACCOMPANIED
BY W. JOHN LAYNG, ASSISTANT COMMISSIONER, OFFICE OF
PRICES AND LIVING CONDITIONS, AND ROBERT L. STEIN, ASSIST-
ANT COMMISSIONER, OFFICE OF CURRENT EMPLOYMENT
ANALYSIS

Mr. Saskin. Thank you. As usual, Mr. Stein and Mr. Layng are
with me to help answer any questions. I have a very brief statement
to read this morning.

Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, I wish to offer the
Joint Economic Committee a few brief comments to supplement our
press releases, “The Employment Situation” and the “Wholesale
Price Index,” issued this morning at 10 a.m.

The economy completed the 26th month of the current expansion
in May with further rises in employment and aggregate hours and a
smaller rate of increase in wholesale prices, both for foods and indus-
trial commodities. Unemployment was little changed, although the
overall rate was below 7 percent for the first time in 30 months.

Both total employment and the labor force increased by nearly
400,000 in May. As a result of the employment gain, there was a further
rise in the employment-population ratio, which is now close to the
all time high. The rise in employment was about equal to the average
of the preceding 6 months. About 2 million new jobs were added
during the first 5 months of this year. It is to be noted, however, that
nonagricultural payroll employment rose somewhat less in May than
in the immediately preceding months. On the other hand, the gains in
manufacturing and construction employment since the beginning of
this year have been substantidl—about 625,000 new jobs in those indus-
tries, an increase of nearly 3 percent over this 4-month period. '

Let me interpolate to say that these are the heavy goods industries,
manufacturing, and construction, the ones that have been sluggish
during the earlier parts of this expansion, so I think it is especially
noteworthy that they have had such a strong gain.

Another comment is that the level reached by manufacturing and
construction combined in May is the highest level in 30 months. So I
think that is a very important statistical finding. ’

Average hours also rose slightly. As a result of the increases in
employment and average hours, aggregate hours again rose sub-
stantially.

Total unemployment showed little change, as did most of the major
components. However, there were offsetting movements among adult
men, whose rate rose 0.3 point, and adult women, who showed a 0.4
drop over the month. It should be noted once again that both the level
and rate of unemployment continue high by historical standards.

The all commodities wholesale price index continued to rise, but the
increase of 0.4 was less than half the rate of each of the previous
3 months. Prices of farm products declined, after rising sharply in
previous months. Prices of processed foods rose less than in April, but
at about the same rate as February and March. The rate of increase
for industrial comodities was a little lower than last month, and the
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smallest since December. Since prices of fuels and power continued
to rise rapidly, the rate of increase in the WPI, less farm products,
processed foods and fuels, was, at 0.3 percent, lower than in recent
months. However, these May improvements in prices should be inter-
preted with caution, since they represent only a 1-month trend.

In summary, the May figures for employment and prices indicate
continued expansion in economic activity with moderate price
increases.

My colleagues and I shall now try to answer your questions. Thank

you.
[The table attached to Mr. Shiskin’s statement, together with the
press release referred to follow:]
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An explanation of cols. 1-13 follows:

él) Unemployment rate not seasonally adjusted.

?) Official rate. This is the published seasonally adjusted rate. Each of 4 unemployed age-sex com-
ponents—males and females, 16-19 and 20 yr of age and over—is independently adjusted. The teen-
age unemployment components are adjusted using the additive procedure of the X-11 method, while
adults are adjusted using the X-11 multiplicative option. The rate is calculated by aggregating the 4
and dividing them by 12 summed labor force components—these 4 plus 8 employment components,
which are the 4 age-sex groups in agriculture and nonagricultural industries. This employment total
is also used in the calculation of the labor force base in cols, (3)~(9). The current implicit factors for
the total unemployment rate are as follows: lanuary—113.8; February—113.7; March—108.1;
l.\‘pril—§8.7;9lﬂ3ag—'\92.2; {une—;?}osS.Z; July—100.2; August—96.1; September—94.6; October—390.1;

(3) Multpilicative rate. The 4 basic unemployed age-sex groups—males and females, 16-19 and 20
yr and over—are adjusted by the X-11 multiplicative procedure. This procedure was used to adjust
unemployment data in 1975 and previous years.

(8) Additive rate. The 4 basic unemployed age-sex groups—males and females, 16-19 and 20 yr
and over—are adjusted by the X-11 additive procedure, )

55) Year-ahead factors. The official seasonal adjustment procedure for each of th ecomponents is
followed through computation of the factors for the last years of data. A projected factor—the factor
for the last year plus 34 of the difference from the previous year—is then computed for each of the
components, and the rate is calculated. The rates are as first calculated and are not subject to re-
vision.

(6) Concurrent adjustment through current month. The official procedure is followed with data
reseasonally adjusted incorporating the experience through the current month, i.e., the rate for March
1976 is based on adjustment of data for the period, January 1967-March 1976. The rates are as first
calculated and are not subject to revision.

(7) Stable seasonats (January 1967-December 1973). The stable seasonal op tion in the X-11 pro-
gram uses an unweighted average of all available seasonal-irregutar ratios to compute final seasonal
factors. In it that | patterns are relatively constant from year-to-year. A
cutoff of input data as of D ber 1973 was selected to avoid the impact of cyclical changes in the
1974-75 period.

(8) Duration. Unemployment total is aggregated from 3 independently djusted p
duration groups (0-4, 5-14, 15+). :

(9) Reasons. Unemployment total is aggregated from 4 independently seasonally adjusted unem-
ployment levels by reasons for unemployment—job losers, job leavers, new entrants, and re-entrants.

(10) Unemployment and labor force levels adjusted directly.

(11) Labor force and employment levels adjusted directly,
then calculated. .

(12) Unemployment rate adjusted directly.

(13) Average of cols. 2-12.

Note: The X-11 method, developed by Julius Shiskin at the Bureau of the Census over the period
1955-65, was used in computing all the seasonally adjusted series described above.

Source: U.S. Department of Labor, Bureau of Labor Statistics, May 6, 1977.
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THE EMPLOYMENT SITUATION: MAY 1977

Employment rose in May and unemployment showed little change, it was reported today
by the Bureau of Labor AStatistics of the U. S. Department of Labor. The Nation's over—
all rate of unemployment was 6.9 percent, not much different from April's 7.0-percent
rate but down substantially from last November's high of 8.0 percent.

Total employment--as measured by the monthly survey of households--rose by nearly
400,000 in May to 90.4 million. Employment gains have totaled almost 2.7 million since
last October, an average of 380,000 a month.

Nonagricultural payroll employment--as measured by the monthly survey of establish-
ments--rose by 185,000 in May to 81.8 million. Manufacturing continued to pace the
current expansion and over the past 7 months has accounted for 600,000 of the total job
gro_wth of 2.0 million.

Unemployment

There were 6,750,000 persons unemployed in May, seasonally adjusted, virtually the
same level as in April. This followed reductions totaling 450,000 -in the 2 previous
month.s. The overall unemployment rate of 6.9 percent was about unchanged from the pre-
vious month, after declining by half a percentage point from February and a full point

+ Since November. . \
Despite the over-the-month stability in overall joblessness, there were some off-
setting movements among component labor force groups. The jobless rate for adult women
ft:zll from 7.0 to 6.6 percent; this was accompanied by decreases among female household
-heads and m.arried women. The unemployment rate for adult men, on the other hand, moved

up from 5.0 to 5.3 percent, largely the result of an increase for black men. The

adult male rate had declined by nearly a full percentage point between February and

April. Rates for most other major worker categories—-including teenagers, full-time




and part-time workers, and job losers—-showed little or no change in May. (See tables
A-2 and A-5.)
The number of persons looking for work for 15 or more weeks--the long-term
unemployed—— wag about unchanged in May at 1.8 million, after declining steadily during
. the first 4 months of the year. Among the shorter duration categories, there was an
increase among those jobless for 5 to 14 weeks, but an even-'greater decrease took place
among workers who were seeking work for less than 5 weeks. The average (mean) duration

of unemployment moved up from 14.3 to 14.9 weeks. (See table A-4.)

Table A. Major indicators of labor market activity, seasonally adjusted

Quarterly averages Monthly data
Selected categories 1976 1977 1977
' I l 11 [ 111 | v b Mar. Apr. I May

HOUSEHOLD DATA Thousands of persons
Civilian labor force ........... 93,644 {94,564 | 95,261 [95,711 |96,067 |96,539 |96,760 | 97,158
Total employment 86,514 87,501 |87,804 |88,133 |88,998 |89,475 [90,023 | 90,408
Unemployment .. 7,130 | 7,043 | 7,457 | 7,578 | 7,068 | 7,064 | 6,737 | 6,750
Not in labor force ... 159,327 159,032 |58,963 |59,132 {59,379 |59,104 |59,094 | 58,943
Discouraged workers ....... 940 903 827 992 929 N.A. N.A, N.A.

Percent of labor force

Unemployment rates:

Allworkers .............. 7.6 7.4 7.8 7.9 7.4 7.3 7.0 6.9
Adult men ... 5.8 5.7 6.0 6.2 5.6 5.4 5.0 5.3
Aduit women  ............ 7.4 7.1 7.7 7.6 7.1 7.2 7.0 6.6
Teenagers ..............- 19.2 18.8 18.8 19.1 18.6 18.8 17.8 17.9
White ....... | 6.9 6.8 7.1 7.2 6.7 6.6 6.3 6.2
Black and other .. ..o 13,1 12.9 13.1 13.4 12.8 12.7 12.3 12.9
Household heads . ........ { 5.0 4,9 5.3 5.3 4,8 4,6 4.4 4.5
Fuit-time workers . ........ I B 7.0 7.4 7.5 6.8 6.7 6.5 6.5
Thousands of jobs

ESTABLISHMENT DATA

Monfarm payroll employment ... 178,674 (79,333 {79,683 (80,090 180,927 |81,395 |81,605p | 81,792p
Gnods-producing industries. .. (23,142 |23,380 123,372 ]23,440 (23,765 [24,005 [24,163p | 24,244p
Service-producing industries .. | 55,532 155,953 [56,311 (56,650 [57,162. 57,390 |[57,442p | 57,548p

Hours of work
Average weekly hours:
Fotal private nonfarm ... 36.3 36.2 36.1 36.2 36.1 36.3 36.2p 36.3p
Manufacturing . ...... 40.3 40.0 39.9 4 40.0 40.1 40.4 40.2p 40.4p
Manufacturing overtime 3.1 3.0 3.0 3.1 3.3 3.3 3.4p 3.4p

N.A.=not svelisble.




Total Employment and Labor Force

Total employment rose for the seventh consecutive month, with an increase of 385,000
in May to 90.4 millicn,'seasonally adjusted. This included a rise of 125,000 in agricul-
ture. (See table A-1.) Employment has grown by 2.8 .million over the past year, nearly
all of it since last October.

The employment-population ratio--the proportion of the total noninstitutional popu-
lation that is employed-—continued its recent steady advance and, at 57.1 percent, was
juist 0.3 percentage point below the alltime high last reached more than 3 years earlier.

The civilian labor force rose by 400,000 to 97.2 million in May. The labor force
was 2.6 million above its year ago level, with adult women accounting for more than half
of the growth. The civilian labor force participation rate--the proportion of the civi-
1ian noninstitutional population that is either working or looking for work--edged up to
a new high of 62.2 percent, well above the May 1976 level of 61.6 percent. (See table
A-1.)

Industry Payroll Employment

Total nonagricultural payroll employment also increased for the seventl} consecutive
month, advancing by 185,000 in May to 81.8 million, seasonally adjusted. Nearly two-thirds
of the industries that comprise the BLS diffusion index of nonagricultural payroll employ-
ment posted over-the-month gains in employment. Payroll employment has risen by 2.5 mil-
iion since last May, with four-fifths of the growth occurring since October. (See tables
B-1 and B-6.)

The largest over-the-month gain was in manufacturing, where employment increased by
65,000. Eighty percent of this growth took place in the durable goods industries, a
sector which has added 215,000 jobs to its payrolls since February. Fabricated metal

. products, machinery, and electrical equipment accounted for 45,000 of the April-May
increase in durables. Contract construction employment, which had grown substantially
between January and April, rose slightly in May (15,000).

In the service-producing sector, employment in State and local government and

services each increased by 30,000, while smaller gains occurred in the other major

industry divisions.



Hours

The average voriueek for production or nonsupervisory workers on private nonagricul-
tural payrolls edged up from 36.2 to 36.3 hours in May, seasonally adjusted. Average hours
ﬁave been at about this level since February. The manufacturing workweek returned to the
March level of 40.4 hours after dipping to 40.2 hours in April. Factory overtime was
unchanged from the April level of 3.4 hours. (See table B-2.)

Reflecting the increases in both employment and hours, the index of aggregate hours
of production or nonsupe;visory workers on private nonagricultural payrolls rose 0.5
percent in May to 116.0 (1967=100). This was 3.6 percent above the year-ago level. The
manufacturing index advanced by an even larger amount over the month--1.0 percent--and
was up 3.3 percent over the year. (See table B-5.)

Hourly and Weekly Earnings

Both average hourly and weekly earnings of production or nonsupervisory workers on
private nonagricultural payrolls increased moderately in May, by 0.6 and 0.9'percent,
respectively. Hourly and weekly earnings were’each 7.4 percent higher than a year
earlier.

Before adjustment for seasonality, average hourly earnings were $5.19, up 4 cents
from April and 36 cents from a year earlier. Average weekly earnings were $187.36, an
increase of $2.47 over the month and $13.00 from May 1976. (See table B-3.)

The Hourly Earnings Index

The Hourly Earnings Index--earnings adjusted for overtime in manufacturing, season-
ality, and the effec&s of changes in the proportion of workers in high-wage and low-wage
industries--was 196.3 (1967=100) in May, 0.5 percent higher than in April. The index
was 6.9 percent above May a year ago. During the 12-month period ended in April, the
Hourly Earnings Index in dollars of constant purchasing power rose 0.3 percent. (See

table B-4.)



Explanatory Note

This release presents and analyzes statistics from two
major surveys. Data on labor force, total employment, and
unemployment (A tsbles) are derived from the Currem

includes all persons who satisfactorily meet the above
criteria, regardless of their eligibility for unemployment
insurance benefits or any kind of public asi:wlee. The

Population Survey, a sample survey of h hotd
by the Buresu of the Census for the Bureau of Labor

oy 1 'rate rep the yed as & pro-
poruon of the civilian labor force (the employed and un-

Vo 41

Statistics. The sample consists of about 47,000 h hold:
selected to represent the U.S. civilian noninstitutional
population 16 years of age and over.

To meet the extensive needs of data users, the Bureau
regularly publishes data on a wide variety of labor market
indi s—see, for the demographic, occupa-

Statistics on nonagricultural payroll employ t, hours,
md earnings (B tables) are collected by the Bureau of Labor
ics, in ion with State from payrotl
records of a sample of approximately 165,000 estab-
lishments. Unless otherwise indicated, data for both series
relate to the week containing the 12th day of the specified
month,

Comparability of household and payroll employ ment
statistics

Empioyment data from the household and payroll sur-
veys differ in several basic respects. The household survey
provides information on the labor force activity of the
entire population 16 years of age and over, without dupli-
cation, since each person is classified as employed, unem-
ployed, or not in the labor force.

The payroll survey relates only to paid wage and salary
employees (regardless of age) on the payrolls of nonagri-
cuttural The h survey counts em-
ployed persons in both sgriculture and in nonagricultural
industries and, in addition to wage and salary workers {in-
cluding private household workers), indudes the self-
employed, unpaid family workers, and persons “with a
job but not at work” and not paid for the period absent.
Persons who worked at more than one job during the sur-
vey week or otherwise appear on more than one payroll are
counted more than once in the establishment survey. Such
persons are counted only once in the household survey and
are classified in the job at which they worked the greatest
number of hours.

Unemployment

taved

tional, and industry detail in tables A-2 and A-3. A special
grouping of seven unemployment measures is set forth in
table A-7. Identified by the symbols U-1 through U-7,
these measures represent a range of possible definitions of
unemployment and of the labor force, extending from the
most restrictive (U-1) to the most comprehensive (U-7). The
official rate of unemployment appears as U-5.

Seasonal adjustment

Nearly all economic phenomena are affected to some
degree by seasonal variations. These are recurring, pre-
dictable events which are repeated more or less regularly
each year——changes in weather, school vacations, major
holidays, industry pr chedules, etc. The I
effects of these events are often large. For example, on aver-
age over the year, they explain about 90 percent of the
month-to-month varience in the unemployment figures.
Since seasonal variations tend to be large relative to the
underlying cyclical trends, it is necessary to use seasonally-
adjusted data to interpret short-term economic develop-
ments. At the beginning of each year, current seasonal

dj factors for loy t and other labor force
series are calculated taking into the prior year's
experience, and revised data are introduced in the release
containing January data.

All seasonally-adjusted civilian labor force and unem-
ployment rate mtnsna, as well as the major employment
and loy are d by aggregating
independently adjusted series. The official unemployment
rate for all civilian workers is derived by dividing the esti-
mate for total unemployment {the sum of four seasonally-

To be dassified in the h hold survey as
an individual must: (1) have been without a job during the
survey week, (2) have made specific efforts to find em-
ployment sometime during the prior 4 weeks, and {3) be
presently available for work. In addition, persons on lay-
off and those waiting to begin a new job (within 30 days}

(the sum of 12 Y

age-sex ) by tha civilian labor fore
djusted age-sex

Several alternative methods for seasonally adjusting the
overall unemployment rate are also used on a regular basis
in order to illustrate the degree of uncertainty that arises
b of the 1 adjustment procedure. Among these
| i hods are five difterent age-sex adjustments,

are also as yed. The loyed total
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and one based on stable

sample of the populstion is surveyed. Tables A-€ in the

factors and fous based on other Y aggregati

Nmnuﬁnrmfot1976mhminwublenmnnd
of this note. (Current afternative rates and an explanation of
the methods may be obtained from BLS upon request)

y Notes” of Employ and Eamings provide
standard errors for unemployment and other labor foree
categories.

Although the relatively large size of the monthly esteb-

For data, the djusted series
for ell employees, production workers, aversge weekly

fish survey sssures & high degree of sccuracy, the esti-
mates derived from it also may differ from the figures

hours, snd sverage hourly are adjusted by apgre-
gating the seesonally-sdjusted dats from the respective
component series. These data are revised annually, usually
in conjunction with the annual benchmark adjustments

difa dete census using the same schedules
and procedures were possible. Moreover, since the esti-
mating procedures employ the previous month’s level e
the base in computing the current month’s level of em-

h counts of employ ) ploy (link-retati and
' . errors may sccumulate over several months. To remove
Sampling variabllity this lated error, the employ are ad-
Both the hold snd lish survey justed to new benchmarks, usually smnually. In eddition
are subject to sampling error, which should be taken into  to taking of ling and errors, the
account in evaluating the levels of a series as well as ch hrmark odjusts the estimates for changes in
over time. Because the household survey is based upona  the industrial cl i of individual ish

probability sample, the results may differ from the figures

Employment estimates are currently projected from March

that would be ob dif it were possible to take 8 )

census using the same ire and procedures. The
standard error is the measure of sampling variability, that is,
the variations that might occur by chance because only 8

1974 benchmark levels. A of reliability for employ-
ment are provided in the “E atory Notes” of
Employment and Esrnings, es sre the actual smounts of
revisions due to benchmark adjustments (tables G-L).

Unamal rate by alt : | aehi thods
. Othaer sggregations
| Official Altarnstive sge-sex procedures (ol muttiplicative)

Month jored | 22 [Tan | an sdjunt- |Compo-) oy

cate justed ttiot| eddi- Your. | Con- | suble | Dun- | Rea | g0, | Rusic- [ ment site z-‘l;).
Ra e | S1080 [oumrent [1967.73) tion | e -l

m @ @ | @ s | 8 (1 ®) @ | ao | oo | a2 an | 08

1976 -
ea | 78| 78| 8ol 98 {781 81| 80} 78| 78} 82 19 | 79 [0e
87 | 18 | 78 78 | 16 | 76 | 77 26| 15| 76 | 772 | 26| 76 3
g1 ] 16| 25} 78l s |25 72| 73| 74] 75| 78178 75 | 4
g4l 75 | 15| 15| 7a ) e 76| 2a |25 | 75} 74| 78 15 | 2
67 | 73| 74l 7222|7228 | 72741775 (72 15| 13) 3
8o | 76 | 76 | 75 |75 | 728 |75 | 725 | 75 | 73} 74 731 76| 3
78 | 78 | 78| 77 (18 | 18 177 78| 78 | 77 | 17 w1 | o2
76l 79 1 79| 78 | 79 | 79 77 | 8o | 80| 78 | 78 | 80 9| 3
94| 78| 78| 73 |8 | 78§26 | 80| 7028 78 | 18 | 78 | 4
72| 79 | 8o | 78 ) 78| 78 | 77 ) Bo } 79 | 80 9 |19l 79| 3
7¢ ) an | 8o | 78 | 81 | 80 [ 78 | 81 | 80 | 8O | 78 8o | 80 | 3
74 (78 9 8 1.2 7.8 19 79 78 78 78 9 78 |
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HOUSEHOLD DATA HOUSEHOLD DATA

Table A-1. Employment status of the noninstitutional population

(Numbers in thouands)
o sestus ’
Eesloy { May | spr. May May Jan. Feb. Mar., Apr. May
¢oa96 | 1977 1977 1976 1977 1977 1977 1977 1977
ToTAL .
Tots! noninstitutionsl popution? - 135,711 157,986 | 158,228 | 155,711 | 157,381 | 157,584 | 157,782 | 157,986 | 158,228
Armad Forcer® <........... B EE R BN TTE BN R | | 2,18 | 2132 | 2,128

Gilian noninstitutions! poputstion"

’
153,570 155,854 | 156,101 | 153,570 | 155,248 | 155,447 | 155,643 | 155,854 | 156,101
Civilian (abor force .

93,582| 95,826 { 96,193 | 94,551 | 95,506 | 96,145 | 96,539 | 96,760 | 97,158

60.9| 61,5 61.6 61.6 61.5 61.9 62.0 62.1 62.2 .
87,278 89,258 | 90,062 | 87,640 | 88,558 | 88,962 | 89,475 | 90,023 | 90,408
56.1 56.5 56,9 56.3 56,3 56.5 56,7 57.0 57.1

3,615| 3,140 3,478 3,332 3,090 3,090 3,116 3,260 3,386
83,863 86,118 | 86,564 | 84,308 | 85,468 | 85,872 | 86,359 | 86,763 | 87,022
6,304} 6,568 6,151 6,911 6,958 7,183 7,064 6,737 6,750
6. 6.9 X3 7.3 7.3 1.5 7.3 7.0 6.9
59,988 60,028 59.907 59,019 59,732 59,302 59,104 59,094 58,943
Men, 20 years and over

Total noninstitutional poputation? .,
Civilian noninstitutions! poputation'
Civilian labor force ..

-oo| 66,087( 67,200 t 67,324 | 66,087 | 66,930 | 67,025 | 67,116 | 67,200 | 67,324
64,398| 65,522 | 65,641 | 64,398 | 65,250 | 65,342 | 65,423 | 65,522 | 65,641
51,2051 51,909 | 52,062 | 51,435 | 51,842 | 52,092 ( 52,061 |, 52,089 | 52,282

79.5 79.2 79.3 79.9 79.5 .7 79.6 79.5 79.6
48,498 49,114 49,487 48,542 48,961 49,091 49,267 49,465 49,531
73.4 73.1 73.5 73.5 73.2 3.2 3.4 73.6 73.6

2,668 2,259 2,423 2,418 2,209 2,230 2,208 2,280 2,313
46,030 6,855 | 47,064 | 46,126 | 45,752 | 46,861 | 47,059 | 47,185 | 47,158
2,707) 2,795 2,575 2,893 2,881 3,001 2,79 2,624 2,751
5.3 5.4 4.9 5.8 5.4

N 5.6 5.6 . 5.0 5.3
13,193 13,614 | 13,579 | 12,963 | 13,408 | 13,250 | 13,362 | 13,433 | 13,359

Total noninstitutionsl populstion! .
Civilian noninstitutional poputation’
Civitian tabor force ..

72,837( 73,958 | 74,081 [ 72,837 | 73,642 | 73,746 | 73,852 | 73,958 | 74,081
72,7531 3,863 | 13,987 | 72,753 | 73,550 | 73,654 | 73,757 | 73,863 | 73,987
.| 33,845] 35,418 | 35,478 | 33,999 | 34,740 | 34,982 | 35,295 | 35,455 | 35,634

46,5 48.0 48,0 46.7 47,2 41,5 41.9 48.0 48,2
31,682{ 33,080 | 33,299 | 31,671 | 32,331 | 32,477 | 32,750 | 32,985 | 33,288
43,5 44,7 4.9 43,3 43.9 8,0 4.3 4.6 .9
521 511 641 485 488 435 496 577 597

- 3,160 32,570 | 32,658 | 31,186 | 31,843 | 31,992 | .32,254 | 32,408 | 32,601
. 2,163 2,337 2,179 2,328 2,409 2,505 2,545 2,470 2,346
Unempl . 6.4 6.6 6.1 6.8 6.9 7.2 .2 7.0 6.6
Not in labor foree ......... | 38,908 38,446 | 38,509 | 38,754 | 38,810 | 38,672 | 38,462 | 38,408 | 38,353

Both sexes, 16-10 yeann
Total noninstitutions! population! .
Civilian noninstitutlons! poputation’
Civilian tator force . .. ..

16,788] 16,819 | 16,823 { 16,788 | 16,810 | 16,813 | 16,816 | 16,819 | 16,823
| o16,819) 16,468 | 16,473 | 16,419 | 16,448 | 16,451 | 16,466 | 16,468 | 16,473
-] 8,532( 8,499 | 8,653 9,117 | 8,9% [ 9,071 9,183 | 9,216 | 9,242

52,0 51.6 52.5 55.5 54,3 55.1 55,8 56.0 56.1
7,099 7,063 7,256 1,427 7,266 7,394 7,458 7,513 1,589
42.3 42.0 43.1 44,2 .2 4.0 [ 45,0 4.1

426 70 414 429 393 315 [3¥] 403 416

| s672[ 6,693 6,842 6,998 6,873 7,019 7,046 7,170 7,173
. 1,636 1,436 1,397 1,690 1,668 1,677 1,725 1,643 1,653
. 16.8 16.9 16.1 18.5 18.7 18.5 18.8 17.8 17.9
7,886 7,969 7,820 7,302 7,514 7,380 7,281 7,252 7,231
WRITE

Total noninstitutionst poputstion’ .

137,081 138,89 | 139,089 | 137,081 | 138,415 | 138,575 | 138,732 | 138,89 | 139,089
ivilian noninstitutional populstion

135,296 137,139 | 137,337 | 135,296 | 136,654 | 136,810 | 136,972 137,139 | 137,337

Civilian tabor force ... 82,924| 84,890 { 85,214 | 83,668 | 84,616 | 85,086 | 85,482 | 85,642 | 85,937
Prticipation rte 61.3]  61.9 62,0 61.8 61.9 62.2 624 62.4 62.6
......... . 77,8361 79,618 | 80,373 { 78,070 | 78,923 | 19,365 | 79,832 | 80,249 | 80,603
Employment-poput s6.8]  s57.3 57.8 51.0 51.0 57.3 57.5 57.8 8.0

oved ........ 5,088) 5,213 1 4,841 | 5,598 | 5,693 5,721 5,650 | 5,393 [ 5,33

8.1 6.2 5.7 6.7 6.7 6.7 6.6 .
52,372 52,249 | 52,123 | 51,628 | 52,038 | 51,724 | 51,490 | 51,897 | 51,400

BLACK AND OTHER

Tota) noninstitutions) poputation' ..
Civilian noninstitutionel populstion®
Covilian labor foree -......

18,630\ 19,091 | 19,140 [ 18,630 | 18,966 | 19,009 | 19,050 | 19,091 | 19,140
18,273 18,714 | 18,763 | 18,273 | 18,59 | 18,637 | 18,672 | 18,714 | 18,763
10,658( 10,935 [ 10,979 | 10,846 | 11,030 { 11,163 | 11,104 | 11,071 | 11,171

Participation rate s8.3]  58.4 58.5 59.4 59,3 59.9 59,5 9.2 59.5
Employed ........ . 9,662 9,6601 9,669 | 9,509 | 9,648 | 9,697 | 9,690 | e.7:1 | 9,730
Employment.oputstion ratio 50.7  50.5| . s0.5 51.0 50.9 51.0 50.9 50,9 50.8
oved ........ 1,216 1,295 1,310 | 1,337 1,382 1,666 1,616 | 1,360 | 1,661
Unemgioyment rets . 11,4 1.8 11.9 12.3 ‘12,5 13.1 12.7 12,3 12.9

7.616] 7,779 7,784 7,627 7,564 1,474 7,568 7,643 7,592

' The population and Armed Forces figures are not edjustod for sesonal varlations; * Civilian employment m s percent of the total noninstitutions! popudation {including
Wercfore, identics) numbcrs ppear in the unadfusted and scxonally efusted columna. Armed Forces).
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Table A-2. Major indi Ity adji d
Number of
unemployed persoms Unemploymwent ratas
Seloctsd eatsgories It thounsncs)
—¥ay | W&y | &y Jan. ¥ab., Yar, Apr. Hay
1976 1977 1976 1977 1977 1977 19717 1977
6,911 6,750 7.3 7.3 7.5 7.3 7.0 6.9
2,893 2,15 5.6 5.6 5.8 5.4 5.0 5.3
2,328 2,346 6.8 6.9 7.2 7.2 7.0 6.6

Both sexes, 1619 yesrs . -] 1,6% 1,653 18.5 18.7 18.5 18.8 17.8 17.9

Whits, ol ... 5,598 5,336 6.7 6.7 6.7 6.6 6.3 6.2
Wan, 20 yeass snd over 2,379 2,206 5.2 5.0 5.2 4.9 4.6 6.7
Women, 20 yezrs and over 1,893 1,817 6.4 6.3 6.4 6.3 6.1 5.9
Bothsoxes, 16-19 years 1,326 1,31 16.3 18.1 16.3 16.6 16.1 15.7

Black and other, totsb .. 1,337 1,461 12.3 12.5 13.1 12.7 12.3 12.9
Men, 20 years end over . 512 543 9.6 10.2 9.9 9.4 8.5 9.9
Wiomen, 20 years and oves 472 566 10.4 10.8 1.6t o1Le 12.3 1n.8
ot sexes, 1619 years 353 132 37.8 36.1 3.2 I 40.1 36.2 38.7

Household heads, total . 2,632 2,467 49 1 48 , W9 i 4.6 4 4.5

- | 2,005 1,812 46 4.3 45 4.2 3.9 4.0

. ] 1,601 1,435 ao | 38 l 0 ' o3 2.3 3.5

. 404 377 8.3 | a2 8.2 | 7.8 6.9 7.3

547 578 6.4 | 1.0 7.1 7.2 7.0 6.3

. 355 361 87 , 9.0 .4 ' 9.6 9.2 8.4

Without relatives . . 192 a7 43 sa 4.9 5.0 5.0 4.5
. i

Masried men, tpouse present . . . 1,618 1,645 4.1 3.8 a1 37 3.6 3.6

Marriod women, spouse present . 1,462 1,817 ' 6.7 6.5 6.7 6.7 6.6 6.3

Futhtime workers . . 5,573 5,389 | 6.9 6.7 6.9 6.7 6.5 6.5

Parttime workers .. 1,398 1,429 | 10.1 10.2 | 10.7 11,1 9.9 9.9

Unemployed 15 weeks and over 2,042 1,836 2.2 2.4 2.3 2.0 1.9 1.9

Labor force time fost? .- - | 8.1 8.0 | 7.9 7.8 7.6 7.5

! : P
: ' | !
2,074 1,99 1 45 4.5 ' 46 6.7 44 4.3
425 408 31 33 ¢ a3 | o | 3.2 | 2.9
293 270 3.1 3.0 2.8 3.4 2.9 2.8
287 329 4.9 5.7 5.6 5.5 5.1 5.5
. 1,069 987 6.3 6.0 ! 6.4 6.5 6.0 5.7
Bluecollar workers . 2,870 2,621 9.0 8.4 8.7 8.3 7.8 7.9
Cratt and kindred workers 756 703 {63 6.1 6.5 6.0 4,9 5.6
1,203 1,025 10.6 9.2 9.6 9.2 9.3 8.9
255 6.5 7.2 7.7 6.9 6.0 6.7
681 638 13.6 12.9 12.8 13.2 12.6 12,5
1,079 1,222 8.2 8.6 8.4 7.9 < 8.1 9.0
38 4.6 4.8 6.7 5.6 | 4.8 4.6
INDUSTRY® ) "

Nonageicuttural private wage and salary workers* 5,144 5,018 7.5 7.4 7.6 7.4 7.0 7.1
Construction 625 603 14.5 14,9 15.2 14,2 12.0 13.0
Manutacturing 1,569 1,351 7.4 6.9 7.1 6.6 6.7 6.2

Durable goods . 928 721 7.3 6.5 7.0 6.1 6.0 5.7
Nondurable goods . 641 626 7.5 7.4 7.3 7.3 7.7 7.0
Tramsportation and public u . 243 213 5.0 I 4.6 5.1 4.6 6.3
Whotesale and retait trade . 1,423 1,493 8.2 8.4 8.7 8.4 - 7.8 8.3
Finance and servics industries 1,252 1,330 6.3 6.2 6.2 6.4 6.1 6.6
Government workers ......... e . 76 [ 4.6 43 4.3 L b0 4.0 4.1
Agicuinast wags and salary workers 186 172 12.5 12.6 13.4 13.2 12.3 1.5

VETERAN STATUS

Male Vietnam-era vetarans: *

468 489 7.4 7.6 7.0 6.8 7.3 7.5

142 125 15.2 16.8 15.8 17,1 1.6 13.6

218 225 6.9 7.9 6.7 6.6 7.7 7.8

108 139 4.9 3.6 3.9 3.3 4.3 5.1

1,186 1,119 7.9 8.2 8.6 7.9 6.8 7.2

725 696 10.8 10.6 1.6 10.4 10.1 10.2

285 268 6.1 7.7 7.3 7.0 5.7 5.4

30t0 Myears .. 176 155 6.9 4.2 4.8 4.3 4.2 4.1

' Unemployment rate eatculated a3 a percent of civilian labor force. by industry covers only unemployed wage snd salary workers,

T Aggregate hours lost by the unemployed snd Dersons on part time for aconomic rexions * Includas mining, ot thown separately.

5.9 percent of potamtially svailsble labor torce hours. * Vietnam-era veterans are thoss wh served between August 5, 1904, sad April 30, 1975.
>
Unemploy

mant by octupation includes ¢!l experiencod UNempIoYod Perions, wherezs that
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Table A-3. Sel d ploy indi
[Nmbers in thousands} )
- Not sessonatly acjurted Sawscnally edjusted
vctad catogories Hay Hay May Jan, Feb. . Apr. Vay
1976 1977 1976 1977 1977 1977 1977 1977

CHARACTERISTICS

Total employed, 16 yaars and over 87,278 90,042 87,640 ', 88,558 88,962 89,475 90,023 90,408
Men. .. 52,301 53,525 52,490 52,918 53,046 53,270 53,575 53,722
34,977 36,517 35,150 35,640 35,916 36,205 36,448 36,686
51,200 52,366 51,170 51,710 51,729 51,970 52,230 52,314
38,177 38,470 38,196 38,185 38,159 38,294 38,536 38,509
20,260 20,920 20,300 20,511 20,756 20,963 21,076 20,962

43,678 | s4,485 | 43,757 | ae,s21 | 4s,am | 4s,e95 | oas,est | 4s,766
13,235 13,483 13,236 13,444 13,408 13,439 13,591 13,483
9,237 9,428 | 9,210 | 9,613 | 9,502 | 9,543 9,434 9,400
5,506 | 5,661 5,539 | 5,633 5,815 | 5,617 5,765 | 5,695
15,500 | 15,913 | 15,772 | 15,831 { 15,726 | 15,89 | 16,061 16,188
28,931 | 30,284 | 29,066 | 29,634 | 29,917 | 30,025 | 30,193 | 30,423
11,236 | 11,870 | 11,259 | 11,626 | 11,668 | 11,709 | 11,89 { 11,89
10,060 | 10,393 | 10,182 | 10,341 | 10,351 | 10,574 | 10.3% | 10,530

Managers an sdministratons, execpt farm,
Setes workers
Clerical workers .

Blus-coliar workers .
Craft and kindred workers
Operatives, except ransport

‘Transport equipmant operatives -1 oa,218 3,534 3,296 3,358 3,448 3,487 3,482 3,552
<ol 4,359 4,487 6,319 4,309 4,450 4,255 4,421 4,447
| 1,955 | 1z,206 | 12,036 | 11,874 | 12,017 | 12,272 | 12,254 12,372
2,914 2,981 2,839 2,624 2,663 2,652 2,779 2,904

MAJICR INDUSTRY AND CLASS

'OF WORKER

o129 1,325 1,297 1,246 1,280 1,282 1,310 1,325
A 1,607 1,688 1,664 1,490 s |o1,s13 1,568 1,655
. 422 465 357 354 138 319 366 393

Wage and salary workers .
Government . ...
Private industries

o 77,447 79,758 78,070 79,205 79,520 79,869 80,306 80,429 :
< 14,984 15,196 14,858 ¥5,013 14,913 14,923 14,960 15,075
62,663 64,561 6,212 64,192 64,607 64,946 65,346 65,354

Privats households . 1,315 1,317 1,303 1,391 1,317 1,313 1,320 1,305
Other industries 61,148 63,264 61,909 62,801 63,290 63,633 64,026 64,049
Seit-employed workers 5,922 6,219 5,759 5,853 5,854 5,919 5,954 6,050
Unpaid family workers 494 587 463 419 516 536 499 550

PERSONS AT WORK

Nonagricuttural industries
Futi-time schedules .
Part time for economic reasons:

80,099 82,957 78,960 79,832 80,837 81,330 81,005 81,771
65,207 67,555 64,877 65,700 66,144 66,659 66,436 67,219

3,071 3,070 3,287 3,320 3,438 3,276 3,174 3,290
Usually work tull time . 1,358 1,240 1,638 1,112 1,335 1,212 1,167 1,314
Usually work part time . Bt 1,830 1,849 | 2,208 2,103 2,066 | 2,007 1,976

Part time tor noneconomic reasons

11,821 12,332 10,796 10,812 11,255 11,395 11,395 11,262

! Excludes perions “with a job but not st work” during the survey period for such

reasons a3 vacation, iflness, or industrial disputes.

Table A-4. Duration of unemployment

{Numbers in thousands]

Not sessonatly adjusted Saasonally adjusted
Weeks of unemployment Wiay Vay Vay Tan- Feb. Har. ApT. Vay
1976 1977 1976 1977 1977 1977 1977 1977

DURATION .
Less than § wesks | 2,650 2,637 2,795 2,762 2,806 3,005 3,100 2,782
5to 14 weaks ... | 1548 1,635 1,978 2,083 2,107 2,098 1,857 2,093
15 weaks and over . | 2,310 2,018 | 2,042 2,283 2,182 1,923 1,816 1,836
1510 26 woeks | t022 959 850 1,038 947 m it 800
27 wooks end over . -] t,289 1,120 1,192 1,245 1,235 1,146 1,101 1,036
Averaga (mean) durstion, in weeks 16.6 16.4 15,1 15.5 14.7 16.0 16.3 14.9
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION

Total unamployed . 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Lass than § weeks . 38.9 29.6 41.0 38.7 39.5 42.8 45.8 41.5
510 14 weeks .. 24,5 19.9 29.0 29.2 29.7 29.9 27.4 3.2
15 weeks and over . 36.6 25.3 30.0 32.0 30.8 21,4 26.8 27,4
150 26 weeks . 16.2 1.7 12.5 14.6 13.4 1.1 10.6 1.9
20 weaks a0d over 20.4 13.6 17.5 17.5 17.4 16.3 16.3 15.4
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Table A-6. for Y
[Nurmbers In thouasnds}
4t sammocally adgensted Swwcnally scicsisd
Lod Hay Hay Yay Jaz. Feb, Har. ApT. oy
1576, 1977 1576 1977 1977 1977 1977 1977
3,201 2,776 | 3,506 3,207 3,396 | 3,183 2,953 3,038
253 664 963 91 1,001 865 754 749
2,348 2,110 2,543 2,416 2,395 2,278 2,199 2,289
718 738 892 932 252 919 845 [
1,619 1,818 1,778 1,991 1,963 2,013 2,001 1,993
768 1 260 905 936 1,003 972 893
100.0 100.0 160.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 | 100.0 100.0
50.8 45.1 49.9 65.6 41.3 pres 43,6 44,2
13.5 10.8 13,7 1.2 14.0 12,2 1.1 10.9
37.3 34,3 36,2 35,3 33,5 32.2 32,3 333
.4 12,3 12,7 13.2 1.9 1.0 12,3 13.7
25.7 29.6 2.2 20.3 27,5 28.4 29.3 29.0
12.2 13.0 12.2 12.9 13.1 14,2 16,6 13.0
3.6 2.9 3.7 3.4 3.3 3.3 3.1 3.1
.8 .8 .9 1.0 .9 1.0 .9 1.0
1.7 1.9 1.9 2.1 2.0 2.1 2.1 2,1
.8 .8 . .9 1.0 1.0 1.0 .9
Table A-8. Unemployment by sex and age, seasonally adjusted
Unasrployment estss
Hay Jan, Fab. [T Rpt. Hay
1976 977 1577 1977 1577 1977
7.3 7.3 7.5 7.3 7.0 6.9
18.5 18.7 18,5 18.8 17.8 1.9
217 .1 19.8 22,2 19.2 20.4
16.5 17.0 17.5 16.6 16.8 16,3
1.3 1.4 12.0 1.4 10.8 10.7
5.1 5.1 5.2 5.1 4.9 “8
5.3 5.3 5.3 5.2 5.1 .1
%3 61 4.8 &3 a1 %0
6.8 6.6 6.9 [X] 6.1 6.3
19.2 17,4 18.6 18.7 17.0 17.0
226 19.3 19.3 22.2 17.9 18,7
17.0 16.1 17.9 16.1 16.0 16.0
1.3 1.3 12.1 11.2 10.5 10.6
) oub 46 4.3 41 4.2
4 41 46 W3 4.3 &é
paes 4.0 4.7 44 3.7 3.9
8.1 8.3 8.4 8.5 8.2 7.9
17.8 20.1 18.4 18.9 18.8 19.0
20.6 23.0 20,4 22.2 20,8 22,3
15.9 18,1 16.9 171 17,7 16.6
1.2 1L 1.9 1.7 1.2 10.9
6.0 5.9 6.1 8.1 6.0 3.7
6.3 62 6.3 6.6 6.5 6.1
6.2 43 .9 %2 46 &3

98-520 O - 78 - 4




: 1782

HOUSEHOLD DATA R HOUSEHOLD DATA
Table A-7. Range of unemployment measures based on varying definiti of Y t and the labor force,
seasonally adjusted
[Percens}
Quarterly aweages Monthly data
Messures 1976 i) 1977 1977
1 hé4 i v 1 Mar. Apr. May

U-1—Persons unemplayed 15 weeks or longer a1 a percent of the

civitian tabor forcs 2.7 2.2 2.4 2.6 2.2 2.0 1.9 L9
U2—Job tosers as 4 percent of the civilian lebor force ..........o..... 3.8 3.7 3.9 3.9 3.4 3.3 3.1 3.1
U-3—Unemployed household heads a1 3 percent of the household head

tsbor force ...... | s &9 5.3 5.3 4.8 46 bt 4.5

7.1 7.0 7.4 7.5 6.8 6.7 6.5 6.5

US—Totsl unemployed 1 # percent of the cixilian tabor force :

{ofticial messure) . 7.6 74 7.8 7.9 7.4 7.3 7.0 6.9
U8~—Total full-time jobueekers phs % part -time jobssekers plus % totat

on et tims for oconomic fe2s0m 83 o pereent of the civilian

lsbor forca Tess % of the part-tirme labor force ... ] 923 9.1 9.5 9.7 9.0 8.9 8.6 | .8.6
U7 —Tota tull-time jobssekers plus % part-time jobssekers phus % total

on part time for sconomic reasons plus discouraged workers a &

percent of the civitian tabor force Blus discouraged workers less

% 0f the part-time l3bOF {OrSE ... ..en...... [T 10.2 10.0 10.3 10,7 9.9 N.A, N.A. | WAL

N.A oot evmiiabte.
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Table B-1. Employees on nonngvicﬁltuul payrolls, by industry

[In thousanch]
Not sssonslly sdjustad Sessonatly sdjustad

Industry May Mar. Apr. May 7| May Jan. Feb, Mar. Apr, T May,
1976 1971 2977P | 1977 1976 1977 1977 1977 1977 1977
TOTAL .. 70,424 | 80,547 {81,252 { 81,900 | 79,319 | 80,561 | 80,824 | 81,3951 81,605 | 81,792
GOODSPRODUCING. ...........| 23,245 | 23,461 | 23,793 | 24,106 | 23,381 | 23,589 | 23,701 | 24,005 24,163 | 24,244
MINING . ccccereenereeeeneeee 775 827 838 848 776 817 823 842 847 849
CONTRACT CONSTRUCTION ... 3,598 | 3,451 3,674 | 3,840 | 3,605] 3,561 | 3,645 | 3,759} 3,835 | 3,848

MANUFACTURING ...

18,872 19,183 119,281 19,418 19,000 | 19,211 19,233 19,404 } 19,481 19,547
Procuction warkens

13,571 13,763 | 13,855 13,997 13,693 | 13,801 13,810 13,958 ) 14,032 14,120

DURABLE GOODS ..

11,034 11,246 | 11,317 11,419 11,062 1 11,236 13,230 11,370 11,392 11,445
Production workers

7,890 8,025 | 8,092 8,195 7,916 8,026 8,011 8, 128 8,153 8,221

Ordnance and sccessories .. .

157.9 155.4 156.4 155.9 160 156 156 156 158 157

601 625 626 633 637 641

496 494 497 503 506 506

627 631 620 641 650 649

Primary metal industries . 1,193 1,183 1,178 1,199 1,207 1,214

Fabricated metal products

Machinery, exespt electsical . 2,068] 2,125 2,134 2,142} 2,138 2,160

Elactrical squipment ... 1,837 1,874 1,888 1,906] 1,916 1,927

Tradaportation squipment : 1,747| 1,790 | 1,766 1,808 1,798 1,801

Instruments snd refated products .| 7 510, 6 521.8 | 520.9 524.4 512 521 524 526 525 525

Miscellaneous manutacturing . ... - 425.6 | 413.5] 415.2 17,7 429 424 425 424 424 421
NONDURABLE GOODS .

Production workers . .

76 74

977 958 964 973 981 987

Apparslsnd o 1,321} 1,278 1,280 1,283 1,288 1,295

Paper and allied products 619 684 88 703

Printing and publishing 1,079] 1,090 1,095 1,097 1,098 1,106

1,034 1,044 1,050 1,051} 1,057 1,058

203 205 205 207 210 208

Rubber and plastics products, nec. - | 568, 7 661.4 | 665.8 | 672.5 578 656 656 666 678 683

. Leather and leather products 280.0 | 264.8 | 265.9 | 268.3 279 265 265 267 267 268

SEAVICE-PRODUCING .......... 56,179 | 57,086 | 57,459 | 57,794 | 55,938 56,972 | 57,123 | 57,390( 57,442 | 57,543
TRANSPORTATION AND PUBLIC . .

UTILITIES ..ooovannnnnnnneees 4,494 | 4,522 | 4,531 | 4,569 4,503| 4,549 | 4,553 | 4,568[ 4,568 | 4,578

WHOLESALE AND AETAIL TRADE..| 17,606 17,779 | 18,017 18, 155 17,663 | 17,981 18,067 18,189} 18,194 18,214

WHOLESALE TRADE .
RETAIL TRADE

4,228 4,310 " 4,327 4,339 4,258| 4,323 4,334 4,354] 4,366 4,370
13,378 13,489 | 13,690 13,816 13,405 13,658 13,733 13,835( 13,828 13,844

FINANCE, INSURANCE, AND
REALESTATE .........co0vinen 4,278 4,422 | 4,446 4,473 4,282 4,423 4,432 4,453 4,459 4,477

SERVICES 14, 654 15,028 (15,171 15,293 14,567 15,010 15,068 15,149} 15,171 15,202

GOVERNMENT .....covvnmennens 15, 147 15,315 | 15,294 15,304 14,923 | 15,009 15,004 15,031 15,050 15,077

2,735 2,714 | 2,716 2,722 2,730; 2,721 2,721 2,725 2.,719 2,717

STATE AND LOCAL 12,412 12,601 | 12,578 12,582 12,193} 12,288 12,283 12,3061 12,331 12,360

H
pepreliminary.
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Table B-2. Average weekly hours of prodi or visory workers' on private nonagricultural
payrolls, by industry

Not ssesonafly adjusted Senonsily sdjusted
Industry May Mar, Apr. T May 4T May Tan. Teb. War, ApT. May
1976 1977 1977 1977 1976 1977 1977 1977 1977 P| 1977 P
TOTAL PRIVATE........ PO 36.1 36,0 35.9 36,11 36,3 35,8 | 36.3 36.3 36.2 | 36.3
MINING ....ovvneniiiiiis 42.5 43,7 43.9 43.6 42,4 42.9 | 43.6 44,4 4.4 43.5
CONTRACT CONSTRUCTION ......... 32 36.8 36.9 373 371 35.4 | 37.8 371 37, 3.2
MANUFACTURING. . 40.2 | 40.2 40.0 40.3 | 40.3 39.5 | 40.3 40.4 40.2 ] 40.4
Overtime hours . 21 3.2 3.1 3.3 3.3 3.2 3.3 3.3 3.4 3.4
DURABLE GOODS .. 40.9 40.8 40. 7 41,1 40.9 40,0 40,8 41,0 40,8 41,1
Overtime hours . 3.3 3.3 3.3 3 3.4 3.4 3.3 3.4 3.6 3,
Ordnance and aéoessories .. 40.7 | 40.8 40.9 40.4| 40.8 40.5 | 40.6 40.6 41.1] 405
Lumber and wood praducts 40.4 | 39.8 40.0 40.1| 40.1 39.9 | 40.5 40.1 40,0 39.8
Furniture and fixtures . . 38.6 | 38.1 37.8 38.2| 390 37.0 | 38,1 38,6 18,3 385
Stone, clay, and gass produets. 4.5 ] 4L2 41.4 42.0| 4L.4 39.9 | 41.4 414 4.7] 4n9
Primary metal industries 40.9 [ 4Lo 413 4.6 4L0 40.0 | 40.6 411 4L.4] 4L7
Fabricated metal products 41.0 | 40.8 40.5 41.0| 410 39.9 | 40,8 4L 0 40.7| 4L0
Machinery, except efecrical 4L0 | 4L5 412 41.5| 4l2 40.6 | 41.3 41,5 41.4| 417
Electrical squipmant . 40.2 | 40.2 39.9 40.2 ] 40,2 39.4 | 40.6 40.3 [° 40,0] 40.2
Transportation equipment 42.5 | 42.4 42.0 42.9( 42.4 4.4 414 42.8 419 42.8
Instruments and refated products. 40.7 | 40.3 39,9 40.2 | 40.8 39.8 1 40.8 40. 4 40.0| 40.3
Miscellzneous manutacturing . . 38.7( 393 38.8 39.0| 387 38.2 [ 39.5 39,3 38.8] 39,0
NONDURABLE GOODS 39.4 39.3 39.1 39.2 39.5 38.7 39.6 39.5 39.5 39.4
Overtime hours . 3.0 2.9 2.9 3.0 3.1 3.0 3.2 3.1 3.2 3.1
Food and kindred products , 40.0 39.6 39.4 39.7 40,2 39,5 40,3 40.2 40,1 39.9
Tobacco manufactures 38,1 32,7 37.8 37.6| 38,6 36.1 | 39.4 38,4 38,31 38.1
Textile mill products 40.5 [ 40,5 40,1 40.2] 40.6 39.7( 40.5 40.8 40.5] 40,3
Apparel nd other te 35.8| 355 | -350 35.4{ 36,0 34,21 357 35.6 35.1 356
Peper and altied procucts 42.5 | 424 42.8 42,71 42.8 4.9 | 42.7 42.8 43.3| 430
Printing and publishing . 37.5 | 37.6 374 3.6 376 3.4 | 379 3.7 3.7 317
. Chemicals snd allied prockicts . 41,61 4L.7 418 41.5) 4L6 4L6 [ 4L7 41,8 41.B[ 415
Petroleur and coal products 2.2 | 42.6 42.7 42.1] 42.2 42.3 | 42.5 43,0 42.7| 42,1
Rubber and plastics products, nec 40,5 4L2 41,0 42| 407 40.9 | 41,4 4.2 41.2|  4L4
Leather and leather products . . 38.4 | 36,3 36.4 36.8| 382 35.3 | 36,7 36. 4 3.1 36,6
TRANSPORTATION AND PUBLIC
UTILITIES ..t ceaeeeanns 39.5 | 39,9 40.0 0.2 39.7 39.8| 40.5 40.3 40.2[ 40.4
WHOLESALE AND RETAIL TRADE ... 33,5 331 33.1 33.2| 337 33.2 | 33.4 33.5 13,5 33,5
WHOLESALE TRADE 38.8| 38,7 38.6 38.7{ 38.8 38,7 39.1 38.9 | 389 387
RETAIL TRAOE ... 3.9 314 315 3L7| 322 3.6 | 3L.8 L9 3L9]  32.0
FINANCE, INSURANCE, AND
REAL ESTATE. 36.7] 36.6 36.7 36.7| 36.8 36.8| 36,6 36.7 36,7 36,8
SERVICES ......oouuiniiiiiiinnnns 33.4] 333 33.3 33.3] 336 33.5| 33.6 33.5 33.5  33.5

! Data relate to production workers in mining and manufacturing: to construction workers in contract and 10 workers in ion and pubtie utilities; whole-
sale and retait trade; finance, insurance, and rea! estate; and services. These groups account for apgroximately four-fifths of the total employment on private nonagricuftural payrolls.
pepreliminary.
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Table B-3. Average hourly and weekly gs of pr or
nonagricultural payrolls, by industry

sory workers' on privats

Average houthy carsings Averscy weskly earing

tacmry Ma Mar. | Apr. Ma. Ma Mar. Apr. Ma
1336 1977 sl MRty call BT S 1977 157 | ISP
TOTAL PRIVATE. $4.83 | $5.11 1 85.15 | $5.19 |$174.36| $183.96{3 184.89 $187.36
Serconatly adiusted 4.84 5.12 | 5.17 5.20 | 175.69| 185.86] 187.15| 188.76
MINING ....ooeccaeaaaaaans et 6.35 6.78 | 6.82 6.80 | 269.88| 296.29| 299.40| 296.48
CONTRACT CONSTRUCTION ........ v 7.61 7.87 7.87 7.88 | 283.09 289. 62{ 290.40 293.92
5.12 5.48 | s.52 5.57 | 205.82] 220.30| 220.80| 224.47
5. 49 5.84 | 5.88 5.96 | 224.54| 238.27 239.32| 244.96
Ordnance tnd sccemories . 5. 64 6.12 | 6,14 6.15 | 229.55| 249.70] 251.13| 248.46
Lumber snd wood produets 4.61 4.89 | 4.92 4.97 | 186.24| 194.62] 196.80| 199.30
Furniture and tixtures . .. 3.93 4.19 | 4.21 4.25 | 151.70| 159.64] 159.14| 162.35
Stonw, clay. and gliss procucts. -l s.26 5.57 | 5.66 5.72 | 218,29 229.48| 234.32| 240,24
Primary metal industries . -l 613 7.13 | 122 7.42 | 275.26( 292.33 298.19| 308.67
Fabrieatsd metal products w5040 5.65 | 5.67 5.73 | 221.40{ 230.52} 229.64| 234.93
Mschinery, except dectrical. . .. || s.69 6.04 | 6.06 6.10 | 233.29| 250.66] 249.67] 253.15
Electrical equipment . .. 4 4.8z, 5.18 { 5.2t 5.24 | 193.76| 208.24] 207.88| 210.65
Tramsporuation squipment 6.48 6.99 1 6,99 7.12 | 275.40] 296.38 293.58| 305,45
Enstruments snd retated product 4.81 s.10 | 5.10 S.14 | 195.77| 205.53 203.49| 206.63
Miscellaneous menufacturing .. 3.99 4.27 | 4.27 4.30 | 154.41| 167.81] 165.68] 167.70
NONDURABLE GOODS . 4.59 4.95 1 4.99 5.00 | 180.85| 194.54 195.11| 196.00
Food and kindred Groducts ...« 4.90 5.22 | 5.27 5.30 | 196.00] 206,71 207.64| 210.41
Tobacco manufactures ... 5.13 5.36 | 5.56 5.53 | 195.45| 202,07 210.17| 207.93
Textile mill products . . 3.57 3.85 | 3.87 3.87 | 144.59| 155.93 155.19| 155.57
3.38 3.57 | 3.57 3.57 | 121,00 126,74 124.95| 126.38
5.31 5.72 | 5.79 5.81 | 225.68| 242.53 247.81] 248.09
5. 66 5.97 | 5.99 6.03 | 212.25| 224.47| 224.03| 226.73
Chemiczis and aflied products . 5.79 6.21 | 6.26 6.29 | 240.86| 258.96 261.67| 261.04
Petrcleum and cool products ... ..« 7.11 7.68 | 7.74 7.71 | 300.04| 327.17] 330.50| 324.59
Alubber:and plastics produets, nec 4.36 5.03 | 5.06 5.04 | 176.58| 207.24| 207.46| 207.65
Leather and lesther products . ... 3.42 3.61 | 3.61 3.62 | 131,33 13104 131.40( 133,22
TRANSPORTATION AND PUBLIC UTILITIES .....ettnnls ey 6.39 6.71 6.78 6.80 252, 41 267.73] 271.20 273. 36
WHOLESALE AND RETAIL TRADE . 3.95 4.20 | 4.23 4.24 | 132.33] 139.02) 140.01{ 140,77
WHOLESALE TRADE 5.15 5.41 5.48 5.51 199.821 209.37 211.53) 213.24
RETAIL TRADE .. 3.52 376 | 378 3079 | 112:29] 118.06 119.07| 120014
FINANCE, INSURANCE, AND REAL ESTATE .........coovnvnn 4,36 4.51 4,54 4.58 160. 01 165.07) 166, 62 168. 09
SERVICES ... | 4034 4.62 | 4.64 4.67 | 144.96] 153.85 154.51) 155,51

' Ses footnote 1, table B-2.
pmpraliminary.
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Table B-4.  Hourly eamings index for production or visory workers' on private nonagricuftural
payrolls, by industry divisi :
(1987-100}
Parcent changs from
[
May Dec. Jan, Feb. Mar. Apr.p y May 1976~ |Apr. 1977-
1976 1976 1977 1977 1977 1977 1977 |May 1977 May 1977
TOTAL PRIVATE NONF AR
Curremtdollans ... .. 183.6 | 190.6 | 192.7 | 193.2 | 194.1 | 195.3 | 196.3 6.9 0.5
Constam (1967) dolians 108.3 | 109.4 [ 109.7 | 109.0 | 108.8 | 108.6 N.a. 2) [&N)
MINING ... eeeeenans 197.0 [ 206.8 | 207.8 | 21001 | 210.& | 212.0 | 2121 7.7 )
CONTRACT CONSTRUCTION . 185.2 [ 189.5 | 192.4 | 190.8 | 191.6 | 192.6 ] 192.3 3.8 -2
MANUFACTURING .......... 182.5 | 191.0 | 192.3 [ 193.3 | 194.3 | 195.4 | 196.9 7.9 .7
TRANSPORTATION AND PUBLIC UTILITIES. 198.1 203.1 205.1 206.2 206.7 208.6 209.1 5.5 .2
WHOLESALE AND RETAFL TRADE, 172.2 | 184.6 | 186.4 | 187.6 | 188.5 | 189.8 | 190.4 7.4 .3
;»:‘A‘n’rlccc:i|mamc¢.mnniu 170.5 | 172.9 | 176.5 | 175.7 | 175.9 | 177.4 | 179.3 5.2 1.1
. 187.4 ) 1946 | 197.7 | 197.7 ] 108.7 | j99:8 | z0008 2.2 5

' See footnots 1, tabls B-2.

3 Percent change was 0.3 from April 1976 to April 1977, the latest conth available.
» Percent change was -0.1 from March 1977 to April 1977,

+ Less than 0.05 percent,
o. pepreliminary.

N-A. = not evai

the latest zonth availgble.

NOTE: All saries are in current doflers except whers indicatod. The index sxchudes effacts of two types of changes that sre unrelated to underlying wage-rute devetopments: Fhuctustions in over-
mm:nmﬁmw(mwmmmmmnwlmm-mdwhmmdwmw—pwlmxm

Teble B-6. Indexes of aggregate weekly hours of

or

' on private nonagricultural

payrolls, by industry. seasonally adjusted
{1967 = 100}
1976 1977
It divi: and
sy dnision and prowe May | June | July | Aug. | Sept.| Oct. [ Nov. | Dec. | Jan]Feb. | Mar.| Apr.H May?
. TOTAL 112.00 31L6F 11187 111.8f 112.2f 112.2] 2.8 113.3} 112, 3 [ 114.2 | 12052 {115.4 | 116,
GOODSPRODUCING . . - 97-2 96.8] 96.5| 95.7{ 95.9/ 96.0) 97.2| 96.9) 95.2| 98.3 [100.0 {100.5 [101. 4
CMINING ...l 124.7 125.0] 127.7) 115.6] 131.7] 131.1] 132.6 134.0]130.7 [ 134.6 |141. 5 [141.7 [138.6
CONTRACT CONSTRUCTION .. ... 104.0f 104.0 103.7) 102.5 99.4) 104.2]105.7| 104.3| 96.4 [105.9 {t08.1 J111.4 |111.9
MANUFACTURING . 95.1[ 946 94.2f 93.9] 94.0f 93.2| 94.5| 94.4) 93.8| 95.7| 97.1] 97.2 | 9.2
DURABLE GOODS . 94.0f 93.8 93.5/ 93.6| 93.2] 92.0| 93.8| 93.61 93,2 94.8) 96.8( 96.5 98.1
Oranance and sccentories 4.0 40.7 40.00 39.8( 38.6] 38.5| 38.5) 39.5[ 39.0| 39.1 38.5( 40.7 | 41.8
Lumber and wood products . 96.6( 96.1] 98.6] 97.6| 98.2| 99.4{100.8{101.9[101.1}103.0(103.4 |103.9 [104.3
Furniture end fixtures .. ... .. 105.1] 103.3} 102.3} 102.2| 102. 4] 102.2| 102,8]103.5| 98.5|102.7 [105. 3 [105.5 |106.1
Stone, ctay, and gims products . . 99.50 99.71 99.2[ 98.6 98.9f 99.7(100.2]| 99.1] 96.1 97.1 |101.5|103.9 [104.
Primary meta) industries . . 88.31 89.2] 90.1) 89.8{ 88.8] 8é6.2) 85.7| 85.0] 84.8] 85.5| 88.5{ 89.7 | 91.5
Fabricated metal products . . 98.7) 98.4] 98.0] 98.6] 98.6] 96.5[ 98.1) 98.1{ 97.6[100.0|10i.6 |101.0 |102.7
Machinery. except electrical . . . . 94.9 94.5| 95.9] 95.9{ 95.9] 94.0| 96.7| 9s.0| 95.7| 97.7 | 98.6 ) 98.1 |100.8
Slectricat equiment and supplies . 92.2 9191 90.51 92.2f 91.5 92.1| 93.4| 93.1| 97| 95.5{ 95.9} 95.9 | 97.3
cansportation equipment . . . . . 92.8] 92.6| 90.3] 90.7! 89.1| 86.1{ 91.5] 90.6| 93.3| 91.3) 96.7| 94.2 | 96.2
Instruments and related products . ... | 109, 6/ 109.1{ 110.3/ 108.1{ 107.2] 107.9| 108. 5| 110.4 ] 108.9 (1124 [ 121.6 [110.5 |111.3
sscellansous manufacturieg, Ind... . . | 95,4 94.7 93.1| 91.8] 92.2f{ 92.0| 92.1| 91.6| 93.1{ 96.8| 96.0] 94.5 | 94.
NONDURABLE GOOOS .. .. 96.60 95.8| 95.2| 94.2| 95.2| 95.0| 95.4| 95.5| 94.7| 97.1| 97.6| 98.2 | 9s.4
Food and kindred procucts . 96.6| 96.8) 97.0| 96.5! 96.4| 96.2} 96.6| 95,5| 95.1| 97.5) 97.9| 98.1 | 96.6
Tobaceo manufecturss . 85.4/ 83.4 g2.3 g4.0| 82.1) 83.0| 81.6{ 81.6| 76.1| 83.0f 75.5| 80.7 | 78.9
Textite mil peoducty . . 99.91 98.6/ 98.0| 95.5| 95.21 95.0] 95.6] 96.1| 95.4 | 97.9| 99.5 | 99.7 {100.0
Apparel 4nd other textile producns . 92.0[ 91.4 88.9/ 87.6] 86.2]| 85.7| 86 1| 86.3| Ba. 1| 88.0; 87.9 ) 87.1 ] 88.9
Paper and allind procucts 98.11 97.3] 96,9 96.1| 96.5] 95.7] 97.0| 97.2| 96.2| 98.0{ 98.3 f100.8 J101.2
Printing and publishing . . . 93.6 93.1f 93.61 92.91 93.1{ 93.4f 93.6| 93.7| 93.0] 94.8 | 94.3 | 94.6 { 95.5
Chemicals and allied products 100.0f 99.0| 99.4f 99.8 100.3| 99.4| 100.0]100.0|100.4 |101.8 [102.2 [103.2 {103. 4
Petroleum and cosl products - 113.90 111.6{ 112.2 112,47 112.2( 112.5] 113.1§114.7 [115.0 [ 114.7 |118.7 [120.4 [116.2
Rubbes end plsstics products. nec ... | 10881 107.0f 106.2] 105.2} 124.3| 125.6] 125.7 [ 127.6 | 127.7 | 129.6 [131.7 [134.2 [135.9
Leather and leather produets . . . . . . 79.8] 76.0( 74.7] 72.5} 72.1} 71.0{ 70.4] 70.5) 69.1| 71.9| 71.9] 73.3 | 72.3
~ SERVICE-PRODUCING .. .......... 122.3| 121.8] 122.5| 123.0 123.6 123.5| 123.5| 124.6 { 124.1 [125.3 |125.8 [125.8 |126.
TRANSPORTATION AND PUBLIC
UTILITIES ... ............ 101.9] 101. 6! 102.1f 102.5] 102.9| 102.0] 103.2| 105.0{102.7 [ 104.4 [104.2 [104.0 [104.8
118.9) 118.1} 118.9] 119.0[ 119.7} 119.3| 118.9 | 120.0 | 119.1 {120.7 |121. 5 [121.5 {121.8
WHOLESALE TRADE . 1143 114.1f 115.3| 114.71 114.9] 114.8| 114.8 [ 114.8 [ 115.4 |117.0 [126.9 {117.2 |116.7
RETAIL TRADE . 120. 6] 119.6] 120.3] 120.6| 121.6{ 121.0| 120,4 | 222.0 | 120. 4 |122. 1 [123.2 |123.1 [123.7
FINANCE, INSURANCE, AND
REAL ESTATE . 126. 3| 126.3| 126.6{ 127.3] 127.7] 128.3 ] 129.1 [ 129.8 {130.6 [130.2 {131.1 |131.2 [132.0
SERVICES 135.3] 135.0] 135.4| 136.6) 137.2} 137.6 137.7 } 138.4 | 138.8 [ 139.7 [140.0 [140.0 |140.1

* See footnote 1, table B-2.
o=preliminary.
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Table B-8. indexes of diffusion: Percent of industries in which employment’ increased

Yoar sndd onth QOver 1.month span Over 3-month spen ’ Cver G-month spen. Over 12-month span
58.7 61.6 64.8 63.1
s5.8 55,2 564 9.6
8.0 54,7 547 54.9
54.7 52.3 51,5 50.0
54.7 57.0 50.3 40,1
s44 50,9 44,5 28.2
49.1 44.2 35.8 26.7
a2 36,0 32,0 2.1
3206 5.5 21.8 206 .
35.5 26.2 15,7 . 18.6
19.8 21.8 16.0 16.6
19.8 12,8 13,7 14,0
16.9 12.5 13.7 16.3
16.9 © o 12,8 17,4
27.3 22,7 18.9 12
4.2 346 29.1 20.3
51,2, 136 40.7 25.5
39.8 4.7 59,0 . 40.1
57.3 55.5 63.4 50.3
72,4 75.0 66.6 61.9
81,4 78,8 72.4 71,5
64.0 70.6 78.8 75.9
59.6 69.2 79.4 79.1
69.2 75.0 77,6 : B1.4
76.7 82.0 82.8 B4.6
744 - 84.3 83.1 . 82.8
7.9 84.9 77.0 79.4
7.9 81.1 77.0 73.5
6304 706 71,5 79.7
a71 57.0 70,9 79.4
52.9 47. 4 55,2 75,
49.1 6501 55.2 74,1
68.9 54,9 61,9 8.2
39.0 - 59.9 70.1 75.0p
642 5308 69.8 75.9p
8.3 75,9 76,7
7.5 76.7 89.2p
61.6 846 86.6p
79.7 83.1p
70.9p 80. 2p :
64.2p

1 Number of employees, seasonally adjisted, on payrolls ot 172 private nonagricultural industries.
P * preliminary, .
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Representative BoLring. Thank you.

Congressman Long. .. -

Representative Lona. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Commissioner, we are pleased to have you with us again and, as
Chairman Bolling said, your report today 1s like one of the proverbial
“good news, bad news” jokes, although there is substantially more
good news than there is bad news.

The inflation problem continues to plague me, as it does all of us, and
as we were discussing a moment ago.

Looking at one aspect of your report, that is, weekly earnings in
manufacturing and how they increased during the period. It appears
that weekly earnings rose in May at an annual rate of about 22 percent,
and, although the Wholesale Price Index increased far less than it has
previously, the annualized 22-percent increase in weekly earnings in
manufacturing causes me concern. .

Give me your views on that. Is this something to be concerned about ?

Mr. Smiskin. Well, we certainly have to be concerned about wage
trends. The average contract settlement has been running at about 614
percent without an adjustment for prices.

If you make one of numerous reasonable assumptions that are pos-
sible for prices, it gets the average contract settlement up a couple of
points, somewhere in the neighborhood of 814 percent. This is a fairly
high figure, and we have to be concerned about it. I can add little to
that statement, Congressman,

Representative Long. Can you relate it any closer to the whole ques-
tion of inflation? Is it a part of the buildup in the acceleration of the
rate of inflation, or is it not ?

Mr. Sarskin. Well, the rate of inflation declined during 1976, un-
evenly, but it persistently declined.

We had a rise earlier in the year this year, both in the WPI and in
the CPI. Now, that rise, I think, was primarily related to foods and
energy products. You can’t dismiss food and energy products because
they represent almost 30 percent of the weight of the CPI, for example.
You have to give them a lot of attention. '

But, nevertheless, I think it is fair to say that, particularly in foods, .
that there were special factors at work.

We do have a problem that costs keep rising, and you reflected that
rise by citing the wage figures, and it is a cause for concern.

Representative Lone. Thank you, Commissioner. Thank you, Mr.
Chairman.

Representative Borring. Congressman Pike.

Representative Pixe. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Mr. Commissioner, while the statistics are not very large, or the
swing is not very large, the differences between what happened to
adult male employment and adult female employment sort of in-
trigued me. Can you speculate on why it might be that the employ-
ment of women dropped while the employment of men rose?

Mr. SuiskIN. They are random fluctuations in my opinion. I cited
them, but I wouldn’t attribute much significance to them.

Representative P1ke. It wasn’t large.

Mr. Sarskin. I wanted to take this opportunity to make a comment
in the chairman’s opening statement about the news being mixed

because the unemployment didn’t drop much, if at all. You can’t expect
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the unemployment figures to drop every single month during a period
of expansion, or rise every single month during a recession. The,
economy doesn’t behave like that, or at least our figures .don’t. The
unemployment.figures move down during a rising trend in the econ-
omy, but during such a period there will be occasional months when
they rise.

So the fact that they were level, virtually level, between the last
2 months, is not a cause for any concern at all. We have had a very
substantial improvement in employment, very substantial, and it 1s
particularly noteworthy, as I said a few minutes ago, that this im-
provement has taken place largely in manufacturing and construction.

That is important, because there is, to use an expression familiar to
economists, “a large multiplier” in manufacturing and construction.
These are the heavy industries. So I think the desirable trends are
appearing in the employment figures. I am very hopeful that these
figures on employment will show up in other ways later in the month,
when we get figures on capital expenditures and on new orders for
durable goods.

With respect to men and women, the heavy goods industries are
industries which employ men for the most part, so I don’t think the
changes you noted in the unemployment rates for men and women,
Congressman Pike, are significant. :

Representative Pree. Mr. Chairman, just one additional question.

You say that the food component of the price index is reughly
30 percent ?

Mr. Smiskin. No; the food component—food at home is about 18
percent. Food away from home is about 5 percent. I may be off a little
bit on this. Energy is today about 714 percent.

Let me just take this opportunity for the benefit of many people
who follow the CPI revision, to say that when we introduce the new
revised CPT late this year, hopefully, or early next year, we are going
to change those weights. When we do, the weights for food will be
smaller, following historical trends, and the weights for energy will
be higher. But the point I was making is that we have these two items
in 01}111' calculations that represent almost 30 percent of the total
weight. . '

Representative P1re. The only point I wanted to make was that out
of the list of commodities which went down, three of them were coffee,
tea, and cocoa, and I think they are all sort of interrelated, and I
think we got 1 month’s free ride out of the falling prices of coffee. I
hope they continue to fall, because it will make quite a difference in the
overall picture. '

Mr. SmisgiN. Sir, may I say that the main items that are respon-
sible for the decline in farm products were grains.and soybeans.

‘While the prices of tea and coffee have been rising sharply in recent
montbhs, it is to be noted that they have very little weight in the index.

Representative Prre. Good.

Representative Boruine. Mr. Shiskin, we have been talking over
the months about the two-tier nature of the unemployment. We are
pretty far along into a recovery if the statistics mean what they seem
to mean, and it seems to me that we are getting to the point where it
is important to begin to ask the question: Let’s say we do continue
with a normal recovery, as it appears that we may well do. How
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much effect is a normal recovery going to have on this particular type
of unemployment among youth and, in particular, blacks and black
people? Are we in a situation where we ought to be recognizing that
the macroeconomic approach to this kind of unemployment is highly
unsatisfactory ¢

Mr. SuskiN. OK. Let me, for the benefit of some, just review very
briefly the points I made last month. .

They are that during this recovery there has been substantial
improvement in the unemployment rates for certain kinds of persons,
like job losers, adult males and females, and full-time workers, but
there has been little or no improvement for teenagers, entrants and
reentrants, which is another way of saying more marginal participants
in the labor force. _ '

That is a typical cyclical phenomenon. Usually you have similar
movements during periods of economic recovery. This time we had a
little improvement in teenagers, but if you look at all the entrants to the
labor force which includes a lot of women and teenagers, you have
had very little movement.

OK. Now, suppose the expansion continues through 1977. What
could we normally expect?

Well, if the expansion continues through 1977, it will spread a lot
of sunshine, and everybody will feel that sunshine, and it is going
to do some good with hard-core groups. My personal judgment, and
this may be a controversial position, is that special programs are
needed to stop up all the pockets of unemployment. I have mentioned
that Secretary Marshall keeps saying this. I heard him say this a
few hours ago on television, and I think he is right.

Representative BoLLing. Is there an obvious explanation of this?
Is this a question of demographics or is it less obvious?

Mr. SmiskiN. I think the explanation is that it is more economical
for the big companies, once a recession is over, or all companies, to
take back experienced workers. My view is that experienced workers
are cheaper than inexperienced workers, even though you pay them
more. You get more for your money. ’

To bring in inexperienced workers requires training. Their output
is smaller because they do not have the skill and speed which comes
with years of experience. I think the companies are doing the kinds
of things that they have always done; namely, they bring back ex-
perienced workers who know how to do their jobs first.

Representative BoLLing. Are there other factors besides the couple
that you mentioned, training and experience? Is there an added cost,
or added costs of new hires 1n terms of fringe benefits and so on?

Mr. SuisIN. They would have to pay those for the experienced
workers, too. My impression, and perhaps I am not the best judge of
this, is that it 1s cheaper, more economical, and more efficient, for
them to bring back experienced workers than to bring in new inex-
perienced workers and train them.

Representative BorLrLine. Basically, while there will be some im-
provement in the second tier, we are just stuck with a situation, a very
dangerous situation, and there are some of our people whe are not
going to be reached by the general expansion. Then we have to speed
up, really, the attempt to have specific programs to deal with that.

Mr. Sa1skIN. Right.
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Representative BorriNg. Which is what the Secretary has been
saying.

Mr. Suiskin. I would agree with that. ) .

Representative BoLLiNe. I have a number of, a variety of questions.

First, there is a series on the price trend, and somebody stop me
when my time is up, and I will go back around. .

Although the wholesale price index increased far less than in
previous months, average weekly earnings in manufacturing increased
in May at an annual rate of 22 percent. Is this a cause for alarm?

Mr. Suiskin. That came up in a different regard a few minutes ago,
and I certainly think you had better watch it. What else can one say ¢
We have to be eternaily vigilant. It may prove to be a problem.

Now, I think the wage agreements that we are seeing, the settle-
ments, are running about what they have been running. .

Representative Borrine. What did you say, that they are running as
they have been running ¢

Mr. Suskin. The wage settlements are running about at the level
they have been running in the recent past. We publish a series which
shows the average cost in terms of wages and benefits of new contracts
completed each quarter, and we publish that quarterly. That is what
I am referring to. They are running about what they have been
running. )

The problem with that series is that the mixture in any quarter can
be very different from the following one, because it depends on which
contracts are settled in a particular quarter.

So I think we have to watch these data. But at the present time
I don’t see any major abnormalities developing in this area. There
are a lot of things to worry about if you are looking for something to
worry about. A Jot of people are worried about the big problem of oil
imports, our balance-of-payments deficit, and we have been worried
about the sluggishness of capital expenditures, and we have to keep
watching that, and we have to watch the balance between cost and -
prices. Unit labor costs have been rising, and that is a cause of some
concern, but they always rise in a stage of expansion, and the question
is how rapidly they will rise.

So what I see 1s typical behvior for about 2 years or so into the
economic expansion.

Representative Borring. I would like to be sure I heard that.

Mr. Smisrin. I was saying that, as far as I can see, the expansion is
proceeding along reasonably typical lines, nd no two expnsions are
exactly the same. We have now had 26 months of expansion. We had
a pause last year. We often have pauses. Capital expenditures have
been sluggish. There is now reason to believe they will speed up.

Our figures are very significant in that respect, the ones on construc-
tion and employment. I don’t see wage trends as yet out of line. So
1 think we are about on track.

Representative BoLLing. Let me be sure I know where we are on that
track. I understand that no two expansions are alike, but where are
we, more or less?

Mr. SurskIN. Let me try to answer it in these terms.

In the past, I have usually provided a table which compares the
level of the current month with the previous cyclical peak. I haven’t
brought that table up to date this month, but I remember enough
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about it from last month, and we are doing very well on employment,
and are substantially higher than the previous peak level.

We are also doing better in employment than after, say, the 1957-58
recession, which was a very steep recession as was the 1974-75.

We are not doing quite as well in terms of real GNP, but we are doing
well. We are above the previous peak. We are a little above the previ-
ous peak level in industrial production and retail trade.

I would say our current recovery is s good or better than the recov-
ery we were having after the steep recession in 1957 and 1958. It is
hard to make a simple statement, but I would say we are about on
track. It is about on track. It is about what you would expect, though
we have problems and causes for concern.

One of the problems you cite is the teenage unemployment problem,
and there is the OPEC problem which keeps coming back to haunt us.

We are hopeful that the expected expansion of capital expenditures
will materialize. The economic situation changes dramatically at some
times. We don’t anticipate them too well and we may be missing some-
thing now. But I think we are about on track.

Representative BoLLine. What, then, would be the prognostication ?
If we are about on track, should we continue to have several more
months of expansion ¢

Mr. SuiskiN. Yes. I would say that the prospects—well, let me throw
another thing in here, and that is the index of leading indicators. The
index of the leading indicators is a useful tool, among many others, in
interpreting current conditions and trends. That index has been going
up the last few months at a reasonably good clip, and what that
suggests is that the expansion of the economy will continue in the
next few months. :

You have to take a look at it every month. We have to be eternally

-vigilant in studying the figures every month. ]

No period of expansion has been trouble free, and this one isn’t,
either, but we are about on track.

Representative BoLrLine. What about the things that we ought to be
watching? T know you said something about this already, but what are
some of the things that we ought to be watching, in particular, on the
inflation end of things?

You have mentioned a good number, but I want to be sure we get
them all. .

Mr. SmiskiN. On inflation, you have to watch the inflation indexes,
price indexes, CPI, WPI, GNP deflator, and so forth. We put out a
lot of data on prices. Other officials inside the Government, and other
officials outside the Government comment on them.

We dissect them carefully, too. We know what happens to the total
CP1, that for foods, that for commodities only, and for fuels, and the
WPI the same way. So we have to watch that. That will give us a lot
of help. ’

We%ave to watch the inventory figures. It is a fact that every reces-
sion we have had, at least since the end of World War II, with one
exception, was an inventory recession. The exception was in 1969-70.

Now, I personally find that a very unusual recession. There was no
inventory adjustment. There is a debate that is still going on as to
whether there was really a recession in 1969-70. But if you put
the 1969-70 movement aside, every post World War IT recession has
been an inventory recession.
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Now, we have to watch inventories very carefully. Unfortunately,
our inventory figures are very poor today, and they come out late.
Tam glad I am not in charge of them.

I used to be, but I am not anymore. That was an improvement when
I changed jobs. But the inventory data require close scrutiny.

I think the OPEC problem is a serious problem. It is a new problem,
and nobody is sure where it will end.

I think 1 have said more than I know, Mr. Chairman.

Representative Borring. You are a very honest man.

What about hidden unemployment, the whole question of the dis-
couraged worker, the whole problem of those who get out because
they are hopeless and so on? How good are the data on that, and how
important a factor is that ? Do you know ¢

Mr. Suiskin. Well, every month we publish in addition to the reg-
ular unemployment figures a table which shows the unemployment
rate for seven different categories, identified as U-1 to U-T.

One of the categories does include discouraged workers. Over the
last year or two, if you added discouraged workers to the unemployed,
that would have raised the unemployment rate by another point or so.
In other words, if we included all the discouraged workers in the
measure, the rate today would be, not about 7 percent, but closer to 8
percent. So that gives you some notion of the magnitude involved.

We don’t know very much about discouraged workers. There are a
great many people who say that they are not employed, that they are
available for work but they are not looking because they don’t think
they can find a job. This is the group we refer to as discouraged
workers.

‘When you ask them, some say they are discouraged for personal rea-
sons. Some people feel that, maybe because of their age or appearance,
maybe because of their ethnic situation, that they will never be able to
get a job, and we classify those as personal reasons.

There are others who say, “I just don’t think I can find a job be-
cause there are no jobs out there.” This is a larger number, but even
among those, we don’t know how many of them are realistic in their
attitude toward a job. -

For example, when they say they will accept a job, do they mean at
current rates of pay?

In some parts of the United States, there are communities with one
or two plants that do all or most of the hiring, and if they are not
hiring, there is no use looking for a job. So there is a lot of legitimacy
to their statements they are not looking because there are no jobs
available.

We have done something to learn more about these people. We have
taken a survey in which we asked the people who don’t work because
they don’t think they could find a job some questions like, “What was
the last job you were on? What was the salary? When did you last
look for work? Have you turned any jobs down? What was the salary
offered ? Do you intend to look for work in the future?” That survey
was done last summer, but we haven’t as yet received the tabulated
results. We hope to get those results within a few months, and I think
they will be very enlightening.

My guess is that it will show a fairly large number of discouraged
workers.
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~ On the other hand, Mr. Chairman, I cannot let this opportunity go
by without saying that, frequently, when I have testified before various
committees in Congress, I have gotten a very different kind of ques-
tion ; namely, “Why do you incluge, for example, teenagers whose par-
ents work as unemployed ? Why do you include full-time students who
are looking for part-time jobs?” _

If a student comes home for Christmas and tries to find a job during
Christmas week and we happen to hit his family and he hasn’t found
o}rllleé yet, we will count him as unemployed. There are good reasons for
this.
. Then, of course, there is the category of persons who voluntarily quit

their jobs, who many people think should be excluded. So we get a vari-
ety of criticism. :

Partly in response to such criticism, we publish seven different meas-
ures which give you some notion of the range of unemployment, and
reflect different views on attitudes toward unemployment. As you know,
we are expecting the President soon to announce the appointment of a
commission of distinguished Americans who will look at these ques-
tions and give us some answers.

Representative Borrine. Thank you, very much. My time is up.

Congressman Long.

Representative Lone. Yes, one further question, Mr. Shiskin.

The figures T have been looking at indicate that there were about
2 million persons in the “discouraged workers” category, in 1962, and,
at that time the unemployment rate was only about 5.6 percent.

Now, with, of course, a much higher population and a substantially
higher labor force than we had at that time, we have only 929,000 “dis-
couraged workers” counted for the first quarter of 1977.

These seem paradoxical to me. Are there fewer people in this cate-
gory because we have extended unemployment compensation? Does
that have any bearing on it ?

Mr. Suskin: I don’t know about the 2 million figure. We were not
collecting data on discouraged workers at that time.

Representative Loxe. These are not from your figures. They are fig-
* ures that the Joint Economic Committee staff made on studies that had
been made. I think they are reliable figures.

Mr. Saiskin. We will have to take a look at them, but I cannot com-
ment on the other implications—I just don’t know. We will have to
study that, and we hope the JEC staff will make their estimate avail-
able to us, so we can take a look at them.

Many people raise questions of the kind you just raised, Mr. Con-
gressman, about the impact of unemployment compensation on our
figures. More recently, there were two professors from the University
of Florida, who have raised questions with us about the impact of the
aid for families with dependent children, and the food stamp program
on our figures. If you would give me a few minutes, I would be happy
to make comments on that, and discuss the question of the compar-
ability of the unemployment figures over the past 20 years. Would you
like for me to do that? -

Representative Lone. Yes; if the chairman——

Representative BorrLing. I would.

Mr. Suiskin. OK.
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There has been a lot of controversy on the question, are the figures
that we are publishing today comparable with the figures of 10 or 20
years ago, and it is not an unimportant issue.

For example, the President has recently set a goal for unemploy-
ment for 1981 with the historical record in mind, and-he set it in terms
of the current definition and current practices. So the question of com-
parability is a very important one.

We have assembled 2 list of factors which affect comparability, some
of which tend to reduce the level of unemployment and some of which
tend to raise it.

Before I go into them, let me say that we are unable to quantify
them at this time. Others have made a stab at it, but we cannot say
whether they are accurate or inaccurate.

Some of you may have read the June issue of “Fortune,” and found
a figure cited by a BLS official. We looked into that and our conclusion,
as well as that of the BLS official who is quoted there is that there is
no quantitative basis for that figure.

Here are three factors that tend to make the present figure lower in
terms of comparability in terms of 10 or 20 years ago. One is early
retirement.

Some people who are getting close to retirement will, when threat-
ened with the loss of a job, or when he or she loses a job, will accept
early retirement rather than look for a new job.

We don’t think that is a very substantial number, or involves a sub-
stantial amount of people, but it is a factor.

There is another fatcor, which is the kind of work sharing which
we have seen in the General Motors collective bargaining agreement.
This agreement provides for a greater number of holidays and more
apﬁual and sick leave but we don’t think that is a substantial figure,
elther.

A third factor is the Government jobs programs, introduced in the
1960’s. The Government has had numerous job programs, the Neigh-
borhood Youth Corps, job training, and public service employment.
We count people in those programs as employed.

So these factors have all tended to make our present figure a little
lower than the figure for unemployment 10 or 20 years ago.

But there also are numerous factors that have tended to make the
present figure higher. One is the changing composition and rapid
growth of the labor force. We all know about the much greater par-
ticipation rate of women and youth and the widely believed increase
in the number of illegal aliens.

There are a lot of people coming into the labor force, much more
than in the past. If you take a snapshot at the economy at one point
in time, which is what we do in our survey, you are going to have a
higher unemployment rate because of those groups.

Another factor is one that Congressman Long mentioned, unem-
ployment compensation. In recent years unemployment benefits have
been liberalized in terms of the amount, coverage, and duration, and
that has given the unemployed more elbow room in selecting, or trying
to find a job.

Thev don’t have to take the first job that is offered. They have a little
more time, so that may increase the unemployment rate.
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Similarly, the new requirement in the aid for families with depend-
ent childrn and food stamps that participants register with the em-
ployment security offices may also be a factor in that direction, but
we think the study cited in recent weeks greatly exaggerates that.

Another important element is that we have had a large growth in
the number of multiearner families.

Last month, for example, more than 50 percent of the unemployed
were in families with one or more full-time workers working, and this
is much more than was represented 10 years ago.

So all these factors tend to raise the unemployment rate compared
to 10 to 20 years ago.

We cannot quantify them. Let me say that again, at this stage.

The one thing that has been comparable over these years, though,
is our definition of unemployment. I think it is a fact—a hard fact—
that at the present time there are some 6.7 million people out there
in real labor markets looking for real jobs. This is a problem that we
have to confront today.

You can debate all you want about whether the figures are com-
parable with those issued 20 years ago, and I think the problem of
comparability is one that has to be considered in setting goals. But
"in terms of the immediate problem, there are 6.7 million people who
tell us now that they are actively seeking jobs. So I think that is the
record we have to look at.

Representative BoLuing. The fact is that unemployment is at an
excessively high rate from the point of view of any standard that any-
body has developed. Even Mr. Greenspan, when he came up here on
the 19th of January, was talking about 4.9 as full employment, where
most people have thought 4.

We have a very substantial number of people that are unemployed,
and that is not a soft statistic.

Mr. SuiskiN. That is what they tell us.

Representative BorLixg. Congressman Long wanted to pursue that
question he asked you about the 2 million discouraged workers by
letter. He had to leave, as did Congressman Pike, because there is a
vote on an amendment. I don’t think I have any more questions, and
you will hear from Congressman Long and the staff on that subject.

We thank you very much.

The committee stands adjourned. i

[Whereupon, at 11:43 a.m., the committee adjourned, subject to
the call of the Chair. ]
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FRIDAY, JULY 8, 1977

CoNGREss oF THE UNITED STATES,
Joint Econoatic COMMITTEE,
Washington, D.C.

The committee met, pursuant to notice, at 10 a.m., in room 5302,
Dirksen Senate Office Building, Hon. William Proxmire (member of
the committee) presiding.

Present : Senator Proxmire.

Also present: Thomas F. Dernburg, Kent H. Hughes, Katie Mac-
Arthur; Morton Schwartz, and Howard Shuman, professional staff
members; Mark Borchelt, administrative assistant; and Mark R.
Policinski, minority professional staff member.

OPENING STATEMENT OF SENATOR PROXMIRE

Senator Proxyire. The committee will come to order.

As you know, we will probably not have other members present be-
cause of the recess, but I was delighted to be here during the recess
and have a chance to get what is a mixture of good and, perhaps, not
so good news this morning.

The wholesale price in the news is excellent. I am very happy about
that, the first drop in wholesale prices, as I understand, since last
August, and the biggest monthly drop in more than 1 year.

I couldn’t find any statistics, but it went down six-tenths of 1 per-
cent in 1 month, so it must be quite a while.

Unemployment, on the other hand, was up 210,000, to, as I under-
stand it, 7 million, and, a mixed picture, a sharp increase in unem-
ployment for women from 6.6 to 7.2 percent. An increase for
blacks and other minorities from 12.9 to 13.2, an .increase for teen-
agers from 17.9 to 18.6, but a decline for adult men from 5.3 to 5.0.

The effect, is, as I say, mixed. One of the interesting statistics which
you have disclosed in your overall release is the fact that we are close
to an all time high for the percentage of noninstitutional population
that is employed, in fact, the highest proportion since March of 1974.

I think that is most encouraging. It means that people are more at
work now in spite of the fact that we have high unemployment, more
at work than there have ever been at almost any time in our history.

The proportion of Americans in the workforce, that is actually at
work or seeking work is, as you say, the highest we have ever had in
history, 62.5 percent. That is a full percentage point above what it was
a year ago. Because so many Americans are now in the work force, it
is ‘easier to understand how unemployment is up by 210,000, at the
same time employment, the number of people working, is up by 270,-
000.
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So they both went up because more people who were out of the work
force have come into it. :

At the same time, there is that puzzling figure that you have on dis-
couraged workers, indicating there were more discouraged workers in
flhe last quarter, more people who would like to work but have lost

eart, ,

I am concerned about the diffusion index which you have developed
for us so well over the last few years. That diffusion index suggests
that the recovery is, perhaps, not as encouraging as it might be.

Table B-6 in your employment release is particularly impressive.
You show that whereas the percentage of industries in which employ-
ment increased have been steadily around 60 or 70 percent. January
is 71; February, 61; March, 79; April, 79; and May, 65. It is now
down to 51.7 percent, indicating that the recovery is not as widespread
as it had been. .

I am concerned about the failure of hours to improve. They are at
a flat level despite the fact that employment is going up. Hours are
not improving.

On prices, it seems to me, as I say, that the news is very encourag-
ing and not only encouraging from the standpoint of a 1-month drop,
but encouraging also because, as you point out, on page 3 of your re-
lease, by stage of processing the future looks good. The crude materials
for further processing declined 1.6 percent in June after seasonal
adjustment.

That would mean, as we go along in the process, that the price drop
should be passed on. The index for intermediate materials had the
smallest upward movement for this index since May of 1976, again,
good news, and the index for finished goods is down. So that certainly
1s most encouraging.

I would like to mention real earnings before I hear your opening
statement. Why is the level of real earnings about as high now as 1t
was a year ago?

In view of the fact there has been an increase in productivity, that
1s rather discouraging. The data indicates that over the last 10 years,
when we have certainly had a substantial increase in productivity,
there has been almost no increase in real weekly earnings. It is about
the same now as it was in 1967, a 10-year period in which the American
worker has been at the same level.

I am concerned about that. It indicates very little real progress,
and that is quite different than the situation we had in the fifties and
sixties when there was a rather sharp improvement in real earnings.

As I say, it is quite a bit of news this morning. Go right ahead.

STATEMENT OF HON. JULIUS SHISKIN, COMMISSIONER, BUREAU
OF LABOR STATISTICS, DEPARTMENT OF LABOR, ACCOMPANIED
BY W. JOHN LAYNG, ASSISTANT COMMISSIONER, OFFICE OF
PRICES AND LIVING CONDITIONS, AND ROBERT L. STEIN, ASSIST-
ANT COMMISSIONER, OFFICE OF CURRENT EMPLOYMENT
ANALYSIS '

Mr. Sua1sgIN. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.
In general, I agree with virtually everything you have said about
the releases. I would only add one point. You refer to the average
hours, perhaps. you were talking about average hours per week
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Senator Proxyire. I was talking about the fact that they had not
increased as you might expect them to in a recovery period.

Mr. SuiskIN. To %e sure we understand each other, the point T was
about to make is, despite a rise in employment, the decline 1n average,
hours per week, small as it was, was still enough to offset the rise in
employment. The result was that aggregate hours, which is the most
comprehensive measure of economic activity, went down.

Senator PrRoxMIRE. Let me take a minute with that. I think that is
an easy one to slip by. You say “aggregate hours,” when you allow for
the fact there was a 270,000 increase in employment, and, then, you
correct that with the fact that the people who work are working
shorter hours and the total number of hours actually worked didn’t
change, suggesting that we are not in a sense producing more unless
productivity is up, right ¢

Mr. Smiskiv. Aggregate hours went down. The way we compute
that figure is through the payroll survey. It is a figure on nonagricul-
tural employment that T am referring to, and that went up 135,000. It
is the payroll survey. .

Now, average weekly hours went down very slightly, but it only
takes a small decline in average hours to offset a fairly large rise in
employment. So the net result of the rise of 135,000 in nonagricultural
employment, and the decline of one-tenth in average hours worked per
week led to an overall decline in aggregate hours.

T would like to turn, after I read my statement, to your comments:
on the implications of the data on average real weekly earnings, be-
cause I think they are very misleading and your comments based on
those figures do not reflect the real situation.

I am coming back to that.

Senator ProxMire. All right.

Mr. Smiskin. As usual, Mr. Stein is here to help me out on the em-
ployment and unemployment questions, and Mr. Layng on prices.

Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, I wish to offer the
Joint Economic Committee a few brief comments to supplement our
press releases, “The Employment Situation” and the “Wholesale Price
Index,” issued this morning at 9 a.m.

After sustained and substantial improvement over several quarters,
the June employment-unemployment statistics show a mixed picture
with both employment and unemployment increasing. The labor force
increased by an exceptionally large amount, 483,000; employment rose
by 271,000 and unemployment rose by 212,000.

The unemployment rate rose to 7.1 percent. The rise in unemploy-
ment was concentrated among adult women with some rise for teen-
agers, but the rate for adult men declined, as did the rates for house-
hold heads, job losers, and the long-term unemployed. The rate for
part-time workers rose, while the rate for full-time workers was un-
changed. The average duration of unemployment declined. It is to be
noted, once again, that by historical standards, all these rates are high
for this stage of economic expansion. _

At the beginning of this year, BLS began publishing in the monthly
release unemployment rates for several different, reasonable definitions
of unemployment, labeled U-1, the most restrictive, to U-7, the most
inclusive. Although the levels for these various employment series are
quite different, they have all moved together over time, particularly
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over spans of several months. In June, the changes were all small, but
in both directions. U-7, which is available only quarterly, declined
from 9.9 to 9.7 percent in the second quarter.

The small differences between May and June and the movements
in both directions of these various employment series illustrate the
mixed situation in June. Total employment and nonagricultural em-
ployment rose, though by less than in recent months. The employment-
population ratio edged up close to its alltime high last reached more
than 3 years ago.

Reversing the pattern of recent months, the rise in total nonagri-
cultural payroll employment of 185,000 was accounted for mostly by
services, while manufacturing employment declines. The diffusion
index of 172 industries was 52 in June; thus, about half the industries
showed employment gains in June. Average hours of work per week
declined slightly. Despite the rise in employment, the decline in aver-
age hours per week produced a reduction in aggregate hours, the
most comprehensive measure of employment activity.

While the employment-unemployment picture for June is mixed,
the wholesale price situation is favorable. The wholesale price index
for all commodities decreased 0.6 percent from May to June on a
seasonally adjusted basis. The index had moved up 0.4 percent in May
and about 1 percent in each of the 8 previous months. The index for
farm products moved down more sharply than in May, and prices of
processed foods and feeds declined following 4 months of large ad-
vances. The industrial commodities index rose, but less than in recent
months, .

The index for finished goods, which includes both producer and
consumer finished goods, edged up 0.1 percent, the lowest figure in
almost 1 year. Consumer finished goods less foods rose 0.4 percent, the
smallest increase since February.

It is to be emphasized that these comments refer mostly to the
changes over one month. As most of us have learned through hard
experience, it is imprudent to judge current economic conditions and
prospects by a single month’s figures.

I would like to observe that while we talk here at these JEC hear-
ings about macro problems, there has been a great deal of concern and
interest and controversy over the detailed data on unemployment
which we publish for State and local areas.

This week, the Bureau of Labor Statistics has been able to make
+ available a limited amount of analytical data for some central cities
for the 2 years, 1970 and 1976. These data include 11 large central
cities: New York, Chicago, Philadelphia, Houston, Detroit, Dallas,
Baltimore, Washington, D.C., Cleveland, Milwaukee, and St. Louis.

The analytical data available are the overall unemployment rate,
the employment-population ratio, and the labor force participation
rate. These data are also provided for males, 20 and over, females, 20
and over, and teenagers.,

The measurement errors for the unemployment rates are also
shown. A summary table is attached. More detailed data for each city
are available on request.

. With respect to real earnings, let me tell you, first, that the series
is derived by dividing total payrolls for production or nonsuper-
visory workers in the private nonfarm economy by total production
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worker employment. The result is average weekly earnings in current
dollars. Then we figure the Federal income and social security tax
deductions applicable to a married worker with three dependents who
earned the average weekly earnings. This figure is deflated by the
Consumer Price Index to derive real spendable earnings. ]

This series has been under very strong attack in recent years; in
fact, Senator Proxmire, you have attacked it from the very seat you
are sitting in now. A lot of that is justified.

One reason the real earnings series has shown a decline is explain-
able by the fact that we have had an increasing number of part-time
workers, who earn less than full-time workers.

So, as the part-time workers are entered into those figures, the aver-
age weekly earnings have gone down. We have been trying to supple-
ment those real spendable earnings figures by publishing annual data
which are based on another survey. These other data are based on the
same survey as that from which we get the unemployment figure,
current population survey (CPS).

These annual data make it possible for us to show breakdowns, for
example, families and unrelated individuals.

‘When you look at those annual figures, you see a very different
picture from that shown by the real spendable earnings data. We hope
within the next few years to be able also to compile CPS data on a
quarterly basis. Those data are designed to provide an estimate of
real average annual earnings for different demographic groups.

Thank you.

[The tables attached to Mr. Shiskin’s statement, together with the
press releases referred to follow:]



TABLE 1.—UNEMPLOYMENT RATES BY ALTERNATE SEASONAL ADJUSTMENT METHODS

Alternative age-sex procedures
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An explanation of cols. 1-13 follows: .

21) Unemployment rate not seasonally adjusted. R
2) Official rate. This is the published seasonally adjusted rate. Each of 4 unemployed age-sex com-
] t tes, 16-19 and 20 yr of age and over—is independently adjusted. The teen-
age unemployment components are adjusted using the additive procedure of the X-11 method, while
adults are adjusted using the X-11 multiplicative option. The rate is calculated by aggregating the 4
and dividing them by 12 summed labor force components—these 4 plus 8 emq_luyment components,
which are the 4 age-sex groups in agriculture and nonagricultural industries. his. emFonment total
is also used in the calcutation of the labor force base in cols. (3)-(3). The current implicit factors for
the total unemployment rate are as follows: January—113.8; ebruary—113.7; March—108.1;
April—§3.7;£ﬂay—':92.2; gunezsl%S.Z; July—100.2; August—96.1; September—94.6; October—30.1;

males and f

(3) Multiplicative rate. The 4 basic unemployed age-sex groups—males and females, 16-19 and 20
yr and over—are adjusted by the X-11 multiplicative procedure, This procedure was used to adjust
unemployment data in 1975 and previous years. N

(4) Additive rate. The 4 basic unemployed age-sex groups—males and females, 16-19 and 20 yr
and over—are adjusted by the X-11 additive procedure.

(5) Year-ahead factors. The official seasonal adjustment procedure for each of the components is
followed through computation of the factors for the last years of data. A projected factor—the factor
for the tast year plus one-half of the difference from the previous year—is then computed for each
of the components, and the rate is calculated. The rates are as first calculated and are not subject

to revision,

(6) Concurrent adjustment through current month. The official procedure is followed with data
reseasonally adjusted incorporating the experience through the current month I.e., the rate for March
1976 is based on adjustment of data for the period, January 1967-March 1976. The rates are as first
calculated and are not subject to revision. X

(7) Stable seasonals (January 1967-December 1973). The stable seasonal option in the X-11 pro-
gram uses an unweighted average of all available seasonal-irregular ratios to compute final seasonal
factors. In , L that | patterns are relatively constant from year-to-year. A
cutoff of input data as of D ber 1973 was
1974-75 period. X R

(8) Duration. Unemployment total is aggregated from 3 independently adjusted unemployment by
duration groups (0-4, 5-14, 154-). X .

(9) Reasons. Unemployment total is aggregated from 4 independently seasonally adjusted unem-
ployment levels by reasons for unemployment—job losers, job leavers, new entrants, and re-entrants.

(10) Unemployment and labor force levels adjusted directly.

(11) Labor force and employment levels adjusted directly, ploy
then calculated. . X

ng) Unemployment rate adjusted directly.

13) Average of cols. 2-12.

Note: The X-11 method, developed by Julius Shiskin at the Bureau of the Census over the period

1955-65, was used in puting all the Ily adjusted series described above.

Source: U.S. Department of Labor, Bureau of Labor Statistics, July 8, 1977.

lected to avoid the impact of cyclical changes in the

idual and rate
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TABLE 2.—LABOR FORCE MEASURES FOR 11 CENTRAL CITIES, 1970 AND 1976 ANNUAL AVERAGES

Employment-  Civilian labor
population force partici-  Unemployment  Error range
ratio 1 pation rate rate on unem-
" ployment
Area and population group 1970 1976 1970 1976 1970 1976  rate 19763
United States: .
Total, 16 yrandover..___.__._______________ 57.4 56.8 60,4 616 4.9 1.7 1.6-7.8
Men, 20 yr and over. __. 79.8 751 8.6 79.8 3.5 5.9 5.8-6.0
Women, 20 yr and over. 4.2 435 434 470 4.8 7.4 7.3-1.5
N Byothksexes, 16-19yr . 423 4.3 499 546 152 19.0 18.7-19.3
ew York:
Total, 16 yrandover._.________.____________ 53.9 483 56.6 54.4 48 1.2 10.7-11.7
Men, 20 yr and over._._ 75.3 61.3 786 75.4 4.2 10.6 9.9-11.3
Women, 20 yr and over_ 4.0 37.9 4.9 41.8 4.2 9.4 8.6-10.2
Chi Both sexes, 16-19yr_________________TT777C 30.4 2.3 357 3.5 151 30,3 24.4-36.2
icago:
Total, 16 yrandover________________________ 58.8 530 61.6 58.3 4.4 9.0 8.2-9.8
Men, 20 yr and over__ 80.4 70.1 82.8 76.4 3.0 8.3 2.39.3
Women, 20 yr and over__ 451 43.9 46,5 47.0 3.0 6.7 5.7-1.7
. Both sexes, 16-19 yr___. 3.9 3.2 46 434 170 240 169311
Philadelphia:
Total, 16 yrandover_____.__________________ 56.2 446 59.5 50.3 5.4 1.3 10.1-12.5
Men, 20 yr and over 76.1 59.3 78.8 67.1 34 1.7 10.2-13,2
Women, 20 yr and o 43.4 36.0 45.6 39.0 5.1 .7 6.2-9.2
" ItBoth sexes, 16-19 yr_. 4.0 27.8 511 384 191 271 ° 18.2-36.0
ouston:
Total, 16 yrand over__________ 65.8 67.0 68.4 711 3.7 57 4,9-6.5
Men, 20 yr and over.____ 87.7 8.4 89.1 886 1.6 3.6 2.6-4.6
Women, 20 yr and over____.__ SL.7 542 515 577 3.3 6.0 4.7-1.3
Det B_;)th sexes, 16-19yr_____.___.______ 4.2 46.8 5.8 569 199 16.8 11.5-22 1
etroit:
Tota), 16 yrandover...__.__________________ §3.5 446 58.3 51.3 8.2 131 11.6-14.6
Men, 20 yrand over___________ 72.5 61’9 780 688 6.7 10.0 8.2-11.8
Women, 20 yr and over._____ 39.8 335 427 382 6.7 124 10.1-14.7
Dall Both sexes, 16-19yr_____.________ """ 37.6 258 495 40.9 237 36.1 22.6-49.6
allas: ,
Total, 16 yrandover.._.____________________ 69.5 645 72.2 617 3.8 4.9 3.9-5.9
Men, 20 yr and over. _. - 8.7 8L7 910 8.3 2.5 31 1.9-4.3
Women, 20 yr and over. - 555 520 57.9 54.4 4.2 4.9 3.3-6.6
Both sexes, 16-19yr_______________ """ 50.9 456 59.6 56.1 13.2 20.1 2.4-31.8
Baltimore:
Total, 16 yrandover. ... __________________ .. 55.6 489 58.3 445 4.7 10.3 8.8-11.8
Men, 20 yr and over.__ 75.7  66.5 78.9 72.9 4.1 8.7 6.9-10.5
Women, 20 yr and over. 448 399 458 432 2.8 1.7 5.6-9.8
Both sexes, 16-19yr.____.__________ " 328 235 4.8 36.8 19.3 358 26.2-45.4
Washington, D.C.: )
Total, 16 yrandover________________________ 647 53.1 681 64.9 4.8 9.1 7.6-10.6
Men, 20 yr and over___ - 7.6 69.6 8.3 76.8 52 10.1 8.1-12.1
Women, 20 yr and over. - 581 562 613 596 3.6 5.8 4.3-17.3
Both sexes, 16-19 yr__._______________ " 39.1 26,1 47.3 39.1 1.7 329  21.8-44.0
Milwaukee: :
Total, 16 yr and over._. 59.4 574 62.8 62.8 5.2 8.7 7.2-10.2
Men, 20 yr and over. 79.6 750 833 81.0 5.0 7.4 5.4-9.4
Women, 20 yr and ov 440 459 453 493 3.8 7.1 5.0-9.2
ol B'otl:1 sexes, 16-19 yr_ 48.7 383 5.4 511 150 241 12.7-35.5
eveland:
Total, 16 yr and over_ §2.7 55.2 51.3 61.1 8.4 9.5 71.9-11.2
Men, 20 yr and over. 75.7 746 80.3 816 6.6 7.3 5.3-9.3
Women, 20 yr and over. 37.7 450 40.3 48.6 6.5 7.5 5.0-10.0
st I.Bo.th sexes, 16-19yr_______ 38.1 30,9 50.0 41.8 251 27.6 16.5-38.7
. Louis:
Total, 16 yrand over_________________ 52.6 485 56.3 556 6.3 128 10.7-14.9
Men, 20 yr and over.___ 742  59.5 786 68.6 4.8 133 10.2-16.4
Women, 20 yr and over_ 39.2 417 4.4 6.0 4.2+ 10.5 7.5-13.5
Both sexes, 16-19yr____.______ - - " 40.0 379 5.1 5.7 22.2 4.4 8.4-40.4

See footnotes at end of table.
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TABLE 2—LABOR FORCE MEASURES FOR 11 CENTRAL CITIES, 1970 AND 1976 ANNUAL AVERAGES—Continued
SUMMARY TABLE

Employment- Civilian labor

population force partici-  Unemployment  Error range

ratio ¢ pation rate rate on unem-

ployment

Area 1970 1976 1970 1976 1970 1976  rate 19762
United States___ . emeaeeo 57.4 56.8 60.4 616 4.9 1.7 7.6-17.8

New York - oo oo e aen 53.9 483 566 54.4 4.8 1.2 10.7-11.7
Chicago___. 58.8 53.0 616 583 4.4 9.0 8.2-9.8
Philadelphia. 56,2 446 59.5 50.3 5.4 1.3 10.1-12.5
Houston_ .. 65.8 67.0 68.4 711 3.7 5.7 4.9- 6.5
Detroit. . 53.5 446 58.3 513 8.2 131 11-6-14.6
Daflas____ 69.5 645 72.2 6.7 3.8 4.9 3.9-5.9
Baltimore_____ 565.6 48.9 583 545 47 103 8.8-11.8
Washington, D.C. 64.7 59.1 68.1 64.9 4.8 9.1 7.6-10.6
Milwaukee. ___ 59.4 57.4 62.8 62.8 5.2 8.7 1.2-10.2
Cleveland.___ 52,7 55.2 5.3 6l.1 8.4 9.5 7.9-11.2
St LOUIS . e oo 52.6 485 56.3 85.6 6.3 128 10.7-14.9

1 Employment as a percent of the civilian noninstitutional population. X i L

2 These data are based on the current population survey (CPS) and hence are subject to sampling variation. The error
ranges for the unemployment rates are provided as an indication of the reliability of these rates. The chances are 9 out of
10 that the true estimate, based on a complete census of the poputation, will fall within the stated range.



1806

United States
Department (9
of Labor

Bureau of Labor Statistics Washington, D.C. 20212

Contact: J. Bregger (202) 523-1944 USDL 77-610
523-1371 TRANSMISSION OF MATERIAL IN THIS RELEASE IS
K. Hoyle (202) 523-1913 EMBARGOED UNTIL 9:00 A. M. (EDT), FRIDAY,
523-1208 JULY 8, 1977
home: 333-1384

THE EMPLOYMENT SITUATION: JUNE 1977

Both employment and unemployment increased in June, it was reported today by the
Bureau of Labor Statistics of the U. S. Department of Labor. The overall rate of
unemployment was 7.1 percent, up slightly from the 6.9-percent rate in May but still
below the levels prevailing early in the year.

Total employment--as measured by the monthly survey of households--continued to
expand markedly, with an increase of 270,000 in June to 90.7 million. Employment has
advanced by 2.9 million over the past 8 months; this strong growth brought the employ-
ment-population ratio close to the record highs of early 1974.

Nonagricultural payroll employment--as measured by the monthly survey of establish-
ments--increased by 135,000 in June to 82.1 million. Although not as large as household
survey employment gains, establishment survey job growth has also been substantial since

October—2.2 million.

Unemployment 70

After adjustment for seasonality, uhemployment rose by 210,000 in June to R mil-
lion. The overall unemployment rate edged up from 6.9 percent in May to 7.1 percent in
June, after declining almost continuously from the 1976 high of 8.0 percent recorded in
November. Most of the June increase took place among adult women, whose jobless rate rose
from 6.6 to 7.2 percent; this returned their rate to the February-March levels. There was
also a small increase in joblessness among teenagers, likewise a return to levels pre-
vailing earlier this year. The unemployment rate for adult men, on the other hand,
declined from 5.3 percent in May to 5.0 percent, the same as the April rate. Whereés
unemployment rates for the three major age-sex groups posted over-the-month movements,

the rates for full-time workers and job losers held about steady at levels that were a

full percentage point below those at the end of 1976. (See tables A-1 and A-2.)
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The number of persons looking for work for 15 or more weeks--the long-term unem—
ployed-—dropped by 100,000 to 1.7 million in June. Their number has been reduced by
775,000 gince the end of last year. In contrast, there was a sizeable May-June 1nc.rease
in the number of those unemployed for less than 5 weeks (275,000). The average (mean)
duration of unemployment moved down from 14.9 to l4.4 weeks over the month, about the

same as the April level and 2-% weeks lower than a year ago. (See table A-4.)

Table A. Major indicators of iabor market activity, seasonally adjusted

Quarterly averages Monthly data
Selected categories 1976 1977 1977
I1 l II1 I v I l 11 Apr. l May I June

nds of
HOUSEHOLD DATA Thousands of persons

Civilian tabor force ........... 94,544 95,261 [95,711 (96,067 |97,186 96,760 97,158 | 97,641

Total empioyment ......... 87,501 (87,804 |88,133 (88,998 90,370 | 90,023 {90,408 | 90,679
Unemployment ........... 7,043 | 7,457 | 7,578 | 7,068 | 6,816 6,737| 6,750 6,962
Not in labor force .. |59,032 }58,963 |59,132 {59,379 |58,908 | 59,094|58,943 | 58,686
Discouraged workers ....... 903 827 992 929 | 1,061 N.A. | N.A, N.A.

Percent of labor force

Unemployment rates:

Allworkers .............. 7.4 7.8 7.9 7.4 7.0 7.0 6.9 7.1
Adult men .. 5.7 6.0 6.2 5.6 5.1 5.0 5.3 5.0
Adult women 7.1 7.7 7.6 7.1 6.9 7.0 6.6 7.2
Teenagers 18.8 18.8 19.1 18.6 18.1 17.8 17.9 18.6
White ........ 6.8 7.1 7.2 6.7 6.3 6.3 6.2 6.3
Black and other . .. 12.9 13.1 13.4 12.8 12.8 12.3 12.9 13.2
Household heads 4.9 5.3 5.3 4.8 4.4 4.4 4.5 4.3
Fuit-ime workers ......... 7.0 7.4 7.5 6.8 6.5 6.5 6.5 6.5
Thousands of jobs

ESTABLISHMENT DATA
Neatarm payroll employment ... 179,333 }79,683 (80,090 |80,927 [81,887p | 81,686 |81,921p | 82,056p
Goods-producing industries. .. {23,380 123,372 (23,440 |23,765 [24,286p | 24,217 [24,310p | 24,332p
Service-producing industries .. 155,953 |56,311 (56,650 |57,162 [57,60Lp | 57,469 {57,611p | 57,724p

Hours of work

Average weekly hours:

Total private nonfarm .. ..... 36.2 36.1 36.2 36.1 36.2p 36.21{ 36.3p 36.2p
Manufacturing ........ .. 40.0 39.9 40.0 40.1 40.4p 40.3 ] 40.4p 40.5p
Manufacturing overtime 3.0 3.0 3.1 3.3 3.4p 3.4 3.4p 3.4p

p=preliminary, N.A_ =not sveilable.
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Total Employment and the Labor Force

Total employment rose for the eighth consecutive month, increasing by 270,000 in
June to 90.7 million, seasonally adjusted. Adult men and teenagers accounted for the
over-the-month gain, which took place entirely among workers in nonagricultural industrie
(See table A-1.) Employment has advanced by 3.2 million over the past 12 months, more
than 70 percent of which has occurred in 1977.

The employment-population ratio--the proportion of the total noninstitutional popu-
lation that is empioyed--sustained its recent steady rise and, at 57.2 percent, was just
0.2 percentage point below the alltime high last reached in March 1974.

As usually occurs at this time of year, the civilian labor force rose markedly from
May to June. The increase this June was greater than normal, and, after adjustment for
seasonality, there was a gain of 480,000 in the labor force to 97.6 million. Since last
June, the labor force has grown by 2.9 million, a particularly large over-the-year gain;
adult women accounted for 1.4 million of the increase, while the adult male labor force
rose by 1.0 million. ‘

The civilian labor force participation rate--the proportion of the civilian nonin-
stitutional population either working or seeking work--rose to a new high of 62.5 percen:
in June, nearly a full percentage point above the year-earlier 1eve1; (See table A-1.)
Digcouraged Workers

Discouraged workers are persons who report that they want work but are not looking
for jobs because they believe they cannot find any. Because they do not meet the labor
market test--that is, they are not engaged in active job search--they are classified as
not in the labor force rather than as unemployed. These data are published on a
quarterly basis.

While movements in discouraged workers generally par$11e1 those in unemployment,
there was a rise of 130,000 in their number in the second quarter at the same time that
unemployment declined by 250,000. At nearly 1.1 million, the discouraged total was the
highest since the third quarter of 1975. About 730,000 (or nearly 70 percent) of them

indicated job-market factors as their reason for not seeking work, an increase of 80,000

over the quarter. (See table A-8.)
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Industry Payroll Employment

Total nonagricultural payroll employment increased by 135,000 in June to 82.1
million, seasonally adjusted. Over-the-month employment gains took place in 52 percent
of the industries that comprise the BLS diffusion index of nonagricultural payroll
employment. (See tables B-1 and B-6.)

Paralleling the developments in total employment (household data), the number of
payroll jobs has risen for 8 conmsecutive months., Payroll employment has grown by 2.7
million over the past year, with nearly two-thirds of the increase occurring since
December.

The largest May-June increase was in services, where employment rose by 75,000; this
was in marked contrast to developments ot the prior 3 months, when manufacturing was the
largest single contributor to the employment growth. There were also over-the-month gains
in government and contract construction. Manufacturing employment, which had shown strong
gains since last October, edged down in June. All of the decline occurred in the non-
durable goods sector, primarily in food processing.

Hours

The average workweek for production or nonsupervisory workers on private nonagricul-
tural payrolls edged down 0.1 hour to 36.2 hours in June, seasonally adjusted. (See
table B-2.) With the exception of last Januar{'s weathe:'—induced decline in average
hours, the workweek has remained at the 36.2-36.3 level since last November. The
manufacturing workweek increased slightly in June, while factory overtime remained at
3.4 hours; both were up by half an hour since October.

The index of aggregate hours of production or nonsupervisory workérs on nonagri-
cultural payrolls declined by 0.3 percent in June to 115.7 (1967=100). Despite the
drop, the index was 3.7 percent above the year-ago level. The manufacturing index
moved up 0.2 percent in June to 98.6 and was up 4.2 percent over the past year. (See
table B-5.)

Hourly and Weekly Earnings

Both average hourly and weekly earnings of production or nonsupervisory workers on

private nonagricultural payrolls were little cnanged in June on a seasonally-adjusted
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basis. Hourly and weekly earnings were, respectively, 7.4 and 7.7 percent higher than a
year earlier.

Before adjustment for seasonality, average hourly earnings were $5.20 in June, up
1 cent from May and 35 cents from a year earlier. Average weekly earnings were $189.28,
an increase of $1.92 over the month and $12.74 from the June 1976 level. (See table B-3.)

The Hourly Earnings Index

The Hourly Earnings Index--earnings adjusted for overtime in manufacturing, season-
ality, and the effects of changes in the proportion of workers in high-wage and low-wage
industries--was 196.9 (1967=100) in June, 0.3 percent higher than in May. The index
was 6.8 percent above June a year ago. During the 12-month period ended in May, the
Hourly Earnings Index in dollars of constant purchasing power rose 0.1 percent. (See

table B-4.)
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Explanatory Note

This release presents and analyzes statistics from two
major surveys. Data on labor force, total employment, and
unemployment (A tables} are derived from the Current
Population Survey, asample survey of households conducted
by the Bureau of the Census for the Bureau of Labor
Statistics. The sample consists of about 47,000 households
selected to  represent the U.S. civilian noninstitutional
population 16 years of age and over.

Statistics on nonagricultural payroll employment, hours,
and earnings (B tables) are collected by the Bureau of Labor
Statistics, in cooperation with State agencies, from payroll
records of a sample of approximately 165,000 estab-
lishments. Unless otherwise indicated, data for both series
relate to the week containing the 12th day of the specified
month.

Comparability of household and payroll employ ment
statistics

Employment data from the household and payroll sur-
veys differ in several basic respects. The household survey
provides information on the labor force activity of the
entire population 16 years of age and over, without dupli-
cation, since each person is classified as employed, unem-
ployed, or not in the labor force.

The payroli survey relates only to paid wage and salary
employees (regardless of age) on the payrolls of nonagri-
cultural establishments. The household survey counts em-
ployed persons in both agriculture and in nonagricultural
industries and, in additibn to wage and salary workers (in-
cluding private household workers), includes the se!f-
employed, unpaid family workers, and persons “with a
job but not at work” and not paid for the period absent.
Persons who worked at more than one job during the sur-
vey week or otherwise appear on more than one payroll are
counted more than once in the establishment survey. Such
persons are counted only once in the household survey and
are classified in the job at which they worked the greatest
number of hours.

Unemployment

To be dassified in the household survey as unemployed
an individual must: {1} have been without a job during the
survey week, (2} have made specific efforts to find em-
ployment sometime during the prior 4 weeks, and {3) be
presently available for work. In addition, persons on lay-
off and those waiting to begin a new job (within 30 days)
are also classified as loyed. The ployed total

indudes all persons who satisfactorily meet the above
criteria, regardless of their eligibility for unemployment
insurance benefits or any kind of public assistance, The
unemployment rate represents the unemployed as a pro-
portion of the civilian labor force (the employed and un-
employed combined). °

To meet the extensive needs of data users, the Bureau
regularly publishes data on a wide variety of labor market
indicators—see, for example, the demographic, occupa-
tional, and industry detail in tables A-2 and A-3. A special
grouping of seven unemployment measures is set forth in
table A-7. Identified by the symbols U-1 through U-7,
these measures represent a range of possible definitions of
unemployment and of the labor force, extending from the
most restrictive {U-1) to the most comprehensive (U-7). The
official rate of unemployment appears as U-5.

Seasona! adjustment

Nearly all economic phenomena are affected to some
degree by seasonal variations. These are recurring, pre-
dictable events which are repeated more or less regularly
each year—changes in weather, school vacations, major
holidays, industry production schedules, etc. The cumulative
effects of these events are often large. For example, on aver-
age over the year, they explain about 90 percent of the
month-to-month variance in the unemployment figures.
Since seasonal variations tend to be large relative to the
underlying cyclical trends, it is necessary to use seasonally-
adjusted data to interpret short-term economic develop-
ments. At the beginning of each year, current seasonal
adjustment factors for unemployment and other labor force
series are calculated taking into account the prior year's
experience, and revised data are introduced in the release
containing January data.

All seasonally-adjusted civilian labor force and unem-
ployment rate statistics, as well as the major employment
and unemployment estimates, are.computed by aggregating
independently adjusted series. The official unemployment
rate for all civilian workers is derived by dividing the esti-
mate for total unemployment (the sum of four seasonally-
adjusted age-sex components} by the civilian labor force
(the sum of 12 seasonally-adjusted age-sex components}.
Several alternative methods for seasonally adjusting the
overall unemployment rate are also used on a regular basis
in order to illustrate the degree of uncertainty that arises
because of the seasonal adjustment procedure. Among these
alternative methods are five different age-sex adjustments,
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induding a concurrent adjustment and one based on stable

sample of the population is surveyed. Tables A-E in the

factors and four based on other loyment aggr
Alternative rates for 1976 are shown in the table at the end
of this note. (Current alternative rates and an explanation of
the methods may be obtained from BLS upon request.}

For establishment data, the seasonally-adjusted series
‘for all employees, production workers, average weekly
hours, and average hourly earnings are adjusted by aggre-
gating the seasonally-adjtisted data from the respective
component series. These data are revised annually, usually
in conjunction with the annual benchmark adjustments
{comprehensive counts of employment).

Sampling variability

Both the household and establishment survey statistics
are subject to sampling error, which should be taken into
account in evaluating the levels of a series as well as changes
over time. Because the household survey is based upon a
probability sample, the results may differ from the figures
that would be obtained if it were possible to take a complete
census using the same questionnaire and procedures. The
standard error is the measure of sampling variability, that is,
the variations that might occur by chance because only a

Unemployment rate by alternative

P

E y Notes” of Employment and Eamings provide
standard errors for unemployment and other labor force
categories.

Although the relatively large size of the monthly estab-
lishment survey assures a high degree of accuracy, the esti-
mates derived from it also may differ from the figures
obtained if a complete census using the same schedules
and procedures were possible, Moreover, since the esti-
mating procedures employ the previous month’s level as
the base in computing the current month’s level of em-
ployment (link-relative technique), sampling and response
errors may accumulate over several months. To remove
this accumulated error, the employment estimates are ad-
justed to new benchmarks, usually annually. In addition
to taking account of sampling and response errors, the
benchmark revision adjusts the estimates for changes in
the industrial classification of individual establishments.
Employment estimates are currently projected from March
1974 benchmark levels. Measures of reliability for employ-
ment estimates are provided in the “Explanatory Notes” of
Employment and Earnings, as are the actual amounts of
revisions due to benchmark adjustments (tables G-L).

Al . ced Other aggregations

nag. O Tornative age-sex procedures (all multiplicative) Direct n
Manth iun«; A | An adjust- | Compo- (:ct
care |1V L iotil adgi. | Year | Con- | Suble | Dura | Res- Towl | Resid-| ment | site | Ty

Rate P - - X

af cative | tive |2head [current 1967:73| tion | sons ual
m (2) (] 14 s | (6 1] @ © | 0o | on | a2 | a3 | (e
1976 ! . |
H
|

January .. <] 88| 78 4 78 80 | 78 78 | 81 ! 80 | 78 ! 78 [ 82 | 79 | 79 |04
February . | 87 76 7.6 78 | 78 76 | 77 75 ; 75 7.8 77 1.6 76 | .3
Mareh . | 814 75 §75 0 761 76 | 75 1 77 ) 73 ;74 | 75 | 76 | 75 | 75 | 4
April o 74 ;75 (15 ) 75 | 74 | 74 76 | 74 1 75 | 75 | 74 | 75 | 75 | 2
May L ber |73, 74 72 | 72 72 15 | 72 14 18| 1215 3} 3
June j 80 | 76 | 75 | 75 | 75 [ 76 75 | 75 | 15 | 713 | 74 | 73| 15| 3
Juty v 78 )18 | 18 27 18| vs x| a8 |28 | 77| 77| 77} 17| 2
Auvgust ... .. l 76,79 1 72 | 78 [ 79 | 79 | 77 [ 80 | 80O | 79 | 78 | BO | 78 | 3
September t 74l 78 1 78| 77 | 18| 78 | 76 | 80 | 79 | 78 | 78 { 78 | 18 | 4
Octaber .t 72| 79t 80| 78 | 79| 79 | 77 | 80| 7o | 80| 79 {79 | 7298 | 3
November .. .| 14| 8ol 80| 78 | 81 8.0 | 78 | 81 | 80 | 80 | 78 { 80 | 8O | 3
December .. . 7.4 78 79 78 7.9 7.8 | 79 79 7.8 78 7.8 7.9 78 A
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Table A-1. Employment status of the noninstitutionsl population

HOUSEHOLD DATA

{Numbers in thousands]
Not sescnely sdarnd Sensccally edjusied
= June May June June Feb. Mar, Apr. Hay June
1976 1977 1977 1976 1977 1977 1977 1977 1977
155,925 | 158,228 | 138,456 | 155,925 | 157,584 | 157,782 | 157,986 | 158,228 | 158,436
2,128 2,129 2,137 2,137 2,138 2,132 2,128 2,129
156,101 | 156,327 | 153,788 155,447 | 135,643 | 155,856 | 156,101 156,321
96,193 ] 99,135 | 94,706 96,145 | 96,539 | 96,760 | 97,158 | 97,641
61.6 63.4 61.6 61.9 62,0 62,1 62.2 62.5
90,042 91,682 | 87,533 88,962 | 89,475 90,023 | 90,408 90,679
56.9 57.9 36.1 56.5 56.7 57.0 57.1 57.2
3,678 | 3,820 3,313 3,090 3,116 3,260 3,386 3,338
86,564 | 87,862 | 84,220 85,872 | 86,359 | 86,763 | 87,022 87,31
6,151 | 7,453 1 [ 718 1,064 6,737 6,750 6,962
6.4 7.5 7.6 1.5 7.3 1.0 6.9 7.1
$9,907 | 57,192 | 59,084 59,302 | 59,106 | 59,096 | 38,943 | 38,686
67,326 | 67,431 | 66,182 67,025 | 67,114 | 67,200 | 67,324 ] 67,431
63,661 | 65,743 | 66,492 65,342 | 65,623 | 65,522 | 65,661 | 65,743
$2,062 | 52,885 | 51,492 52,092 | 52,061 | 52,089 | 52,2827 32,497
79.3 80,4 79.8 9.7 9.6 79.5 79.6 9.9
49,4871 50,308 | 48,663 49,091 | 49,267 | 9,665 | 49,531 | 49,859
73.5 4.6 7.2 73.2 73.4 3.6 73.6 7.9
2,623 2,5% 2,422 2,230 2,208 2,280 2,313 2,372
47,064 | 47,772 | 46,021 46,861 | 47,059 | 47,185 | 47,158 | 47,487
2,575 § 2,577 3,049 3,001 2,796 2,626 2,751 2,638
4.9 4.9 5.9 5.8 5.6 3.0 5.3 3.0
13,579 | 12,858 | 13,000 13,250 § 13,362 | 13,633 | 13,359 | 13,246
74,081 72,966 73,746 | 73,8521 73,938 | 74,081 | 74,198
73,987 72,857 73,65 | 73,757 | 73,863 | 73,987 | 74,101
35,478 36,278 34,982 | 35,205 | 35,455 | 35,634 [ 35,675
48.0 41.0 47.5 47.9 48.0 48.2 48,1
33,299 31,801 32,477 | 32,750 | 32,985 | 33,288 | 33,116
.9 43.6 44, 46,3 44,6 44,9 4ha6
641 487 485 496 577 597 5
32,658 31,316 31,992 32,254 32,408 32,691 32,552
2,179 2,477 2,505 2,565 2,410 2,346 2,559
6.1 7.2 7.2 7.2 7.0 6.6 7.2
18,509 38,57¢ 18,672 | 38,462 | 38,408 | 38,353 | 38,426
16,823 | 16,827 | 16,799 16,616 | 16,819 | 16,823 | 16,827
16,673 ) 16,483 | 16,439 16,666 | 16,468 | 16,473 | 16,483
8,653 | 10,987 8,934 9,183 9,216
52.5% 66.7 54,3 55.8 56,0
8,620 7,289 1,458 7,513
51.2 43.4 [ 45,0
594 404 412 403
8,025 6,885 7,046 7,170
2,367 1,645 1,725 1,643
21.5 18.4 18.8 17.8
5,495 7,505 7,281 7,252
Total noninetitutionsl poputstion’ ... .| 137,251 | 139,089 | 139,270 |137,251 | 138,575 | 138,732 | 138,894
Crvilian noninetitutional papulstion’ 135,473 | 137,337 [ 137,522 | 135,473 | 136,810 | 136,972 | 137,139
Civiilen Iabor torce ... .| 85,005 85,214 | 87,530 83,796 85,086 85,482 85,642
62.0 63.6 61.9 62,2 62.4 62,4
80,373 | 81,749 | 78,091 79,365 | 79,832 | 80,269
57.8 58,7 36.9 57.3 57.5 57.8
4,850 | 5,781 $,705 5,721 5,650 5,393
5.7 6.6 . 6.7 6.6 6.3
$2,123 | 49,992 | 51,677 51,724 | 51,490 | 51,497
19,140 | 19,186 18,674 19,009 19,050 19,091 19,140 19,186
18,763 | 18,805 | 18,315 18,637 | 18,672 | 18,714 | 18,763 | 18,805
10,979 | 11,605 | 10, 1,163 | 11,106 | 11,071 | 1,171 | 11,325
58.5 61.7 59.2 59.9 59.2 59.5 60.2
9,669 | 9,933 9,388 9,697 9,711 9,730 9,833
50.5 51.8 50.3 51.0 50.9 50.3 51.3
1,310 1,671 1,456 1,466 1,360 1,641 1,492
1.9 16,4 13.4 13.1 12.3 12,9 13.2
7,784 | 1,200 74411 7,416 7,643 7,592 7,480
ersations; 1 Cvlin employment & & percent of the total noninstitutionsl populstion {inchuding

98-520 O - 78 - 6

o
acfsted columns,  Armed Forces).
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Table A-2. Major ' indi j
Naumber of
Unemployment rams
‘Selectsd cotepories (1 thousands)
June June June Peb. Mer, ApT. y June
1976 1977 1976 1977 1977 1977 1977 1977
Total, 16 vears snd over .. 7,17 6, %2 7.6 7.5 7.3 7.0 6.9 7.1

Man, 20 years and over 3,049 2,638 5.9 5.8 5.4 5.0 5.3 5.0

Women, 20 yews and over 2,417 2,559 7.2 7.2 7.2 7.0 6.6 7.2

Both saxes, 1619 vears .. 1,645 1,765 18.4 18.5 18.8 17.8 17.9 18.6

White, tota) ........ 5,705 5,455 6.2 6.7 6.6 6.3 6.2 6.3
WMen, 20 years and over 2,477 2,111 5.4 5.2 4.9 4.6 4.7 4.5
Women, 20 years and over . 1,946 1,984 6.6 6.4 6.5 6.1 5.9 6.4
Both sexes, 1619 years 1,282 1,360 16.0 16.3 16.6 16.1 15,7 16.1

1,456 1,492 12,6 13.1 12.7 12.3 12.9 13.2
582 533 10.8 9.9 9.4 8.5 5.9 9.6
526 569 1.4 12.4 11.6 12.3 1.8 1.9
348 3% 40.0 31.2 40.1 36.2 38,7 39.4

2,727 2,343 5.1 4.9 6.6 [ 6.5 4.3

2,134 1,724 4.7 4.5 4.2 2.9 4.0 3.8

1,701 1,352 6.2 4.0 1.7 3.5 3.5 3.3
433 2 9.¢ 8.2 7.8 6.9 7.3 7.2
605 626 7.6 7.1 .2 7.0 6.3 6.9
396 409 9.6 9.4 9.6 | 9.2 8.4 9.4

Withoust cetatives . . 209 a7 4.7 4.9 5.0 5.0 6.5 46

Married men, spouse present . 1,707 1,347 4.3 4.1 3.7 36 1 36 3.4

Married women, spoust present . 1,567 1,53t 7.2 6.7 6.7 6.6 6.3 6.8

Fufl-time workers . . 5,830 5,401 7.2 6.9 6.7 6.5 6.5 6.5

Part-time workers ..., 1,286 1,524 9.2 107 1.1 9.9 9.9 10.7

Unemployed 15 weeks and aver! 2,173 1,737 2.3 2.3 2.0 1.9 L9 1.8

Labor force time lost® ... ... -- - 7.9 7.9 7.8 7.4 .5, 7

.
OCCUPATION? ! | |

White-collar workers ..., . 2,033 1,966 4.5 4.6 147 4.4 4.3 i 42
Protessional and technical . 408 419 3.0 L3 3 3.2 ‘ 2.9 30
Managert and administrators, except tarm , 298 265 3.1 2.8 ! 3.4 2.9 28 1 o2l
Sales workers 304 312 5.3 5.6 5.5 5.1 l 5.5 5.2
Clerical workers -] 1,023 970 6.2 6.4 6.5 6.0 5.7 5.7

Blue-coltar workers . 2,913 2,552 9.3 8.7 83 ! 18 7.9 7.7
Cratt and kindred workers 854 700 7.0 6.5 6.0 49 | 5.6 5.6
Operatives, except transport 1,233 1,072 10.7 9.6 9.2 | 9.3 | 8.9 %4
Transport equipment operatives 263 b3} 7.2 7.7 69 : 60 , 6.7 5.7
Nonfaem laborers . 623 567 12.8 12.8 13.2 126 | 12.5 10.9

Service workers 1,130 1,139 8.6 8.4 7.9 &1 (9.0 8.2

Farmn workers . . 23 1 4.2 6.7 5.6 .8 46 4.8

INDUSTRY? :

Nonagricuttural private wage and talary workers* . 5,338 4,871 7.8 7.6 7.4 7.0 1 1.1 6.9
Construction . 722 592 16.3 15.2 16.2 12,0 13.0 12.6
Manutacturing 1,626 1,346 7.6 7.1 6.6 6.1 6.2 6.3

Durable goods . 941 707 7.4 7.0 6.1 6.0 5.7 5.6
Nondurabis goods ... 683 639 7.9 7.3 7.3 7.7 7.0 7.3

Transportation and public utilities . 239 206 5.0 46 5.1 44 6.3 41

Wholesale and retail trade 1,460 1,433 8.4 8.7 8.4 7.8 8.3 7.9
i ' 1,256 1,246 6.3 6.2 6.6 6.1 6.6 6.0

662 651 4.3 a5 4.0 4.0 4.1 4.2

Adricuttural wage and salary workens 162 170 11,0 13.4 13.2 12.3 11.5 11.0

VETERAN STATUS

Mele Vietnam-era veterams: $

Vto3ayesn ... 537 496 8.5 7.0 6.8 7.3 7.5 1.6
2010 4 yan 183 170 19.2 15.8 17.1 14,4 13.6 18.1
2t Dyens . 238 208 7.6 6.7 6.6 7.7 7.8 7.1
301 Myears . 116 118 5.2 3.9 13 4.3 5.1 4.5

Mate nonwetersms:

2010 34 yean 1,191 1,09 7.9 8.6 7.9 6.8 7.2 6.9
20t0 24 years 706 616 10.6 1.6 10,6 10.1 10.2 8.9
2510 29 years . 306 37 6.5 7.3 7.0 5.7 5.4 6.3
3010 34 yeans 181 157 5.0 4.8 4.3 4.2 61 40

! Unemployment cats caiculated a3 # percent of civifian labor force, by industry covers only unemetoyed wage and talsry workers.

7 Adgregate hours ket by the unemployed and parsons on part time for sconomic resons * includes mining. not shown sepacately.

& s parcent of potentially available Isbor force hours, * Vietnarrera veterans sre those who wrved between August 5, 1964, end May 7, 1076

¥ Unemployment by occupetion includes all experienced unemployed persons, wherest that
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Table A-3. Sel d ploy indi
{Mumtars in thousands)
Not smascraly adiusted Sensonelly atfrted
Sabactad crtagorims
June June June Feb. Mar. Agr: Ma June
1976 1977 1976 1977 1977 1977 1573 1977
CHARACTERISTICS
Totsl employed, 18 yesrs and over 88,460 | 91,682 | 87,533 | 88,962 | 89,475 | 90,023 | 90,408 | 90,679
en... 53,389 | 55,095 | 52,332 | 53,046 | 53,270 | 83,575 | 353,722 | 53,987
35,071 | 36,587 | 35,201 | 35,916 | 36,205 | 36,448 | 36,686 | 36,692
51,214 | s2,%2 | 51,132 | 51,729 | s1,970 | 52,230 | 52,314 | 52,437
38,206 | 38,659 | 38,122 | 38,159 | 38,294 | 38,536 | 38,509 | 38,582
19,910 ; 20,39 | 20,336 | 20,7% | 20,963 | 21,076 } 20,962 [ 20,801
43,221 | 44,622 | 3,583 | 44,451 | 44,295 | 46,851 | 44,766 | 46,798
12,901 | 13,161 | 13,363 | 13,408 | 13,439 | 13,591 | 13,483 | 13,638
9,220 9,560 9,230 9,502 9,563 9,434 9,400 9,570
5,545 5,752 5,467 5,815 5,617 5,765 5,695 5,673
15,555 | 15,949 1 15,523 | 15,726 | 15,896 | 16,061 | 16,188 [ 15,917
29,968 | 31,326 | 29,132 | 29,917 | 306,025 | 30,193 | 30,423 | 30,432
1,676 | 12,105 | 11,268 | 11,668 | 11,709 | 11,896 § 11,89 | 11,891
10,360 | 10,482 | 10,257 | 10,351 | 10,576 | 10,396 | 10,530 | 10,378
3,37 3,558 3,365 3,668 3,487 3,482 3,552 3,351
4,764 5,179 4,262 4,450 4,255 4,621 4,687 4,612
12,048 | 12,688 | 12,058 | 12,007 | 12,272 | 12,23 | 12,372 | 12,697
3,222 3,248 2,826 2,663 2,652 2,719 2,904 2,838
MAJOR INDUSTRY AND CLASS
OF WORKER
1,533 1,607 1,17 1,280 1,282 1,310 1,323 1,381
1,777 1,695 1,671 1,511 1,513 1,548 1,655 1,595
69 519 362 138 319 366 393 378
78,463 | 81,216 | 18,117 | 79,520 | 79,869 | 80,306 | 80,429 | 80,814
14,602 | 14,899 | 14,913 | 14,923 | 14,960 | 15,075 [ 14,961
66,613 | 63,218 | 64,607 | 64,946 | 65,346 | 65,356 | 65,853
1,430 1,389 1,317 1,313 1,320 1,305 1,388
65,183 | 61,829 | 63,290 | 63,633 | 64,026 | 64,049 | 64,465
6,111 5,642 5,856 5,919 5,954 6,050 5,997
536 453 516 536 499 550 518
PERSONS AT WORK *
Nonageicuttural industries 81,067 | 79,331 | 80,837 | 81,330 | 81,005 | 81,771 | 81,618
67,462 | 64,858 | 66,144 | 66,659 | 66,436 | 67,219 | 67,126
3,938 3,150 3,638 3,276 3,17 3,290 3,368
1,416 1,326 1,333 1,212 1,167 1,316 1,361
2,522 1,826 2,103 2,064 2,007 1,976 2,027
9,667 | 11,323 | 11,255 | 11,395 | 11,395 | 11,262 | 11,124
! Excludes perioms “with s job but not st work” during the survey period for mch
reasons s vacation, iliness, of industriat disputes.
Tabte A-4. Duration of unemployment
[Nurmbers in thousands)
Not sexsonetly sdjusted Sasscnslly acjusted
Wosks of aneapioyment -
J Feb. Mar. Apts Ha T
1876 1859 1576 1837 1977 1877 157 1593
Less than 5 weeks ... 3,497 3,917 2,730 2,808 3,005 3,100 2,782 3,058
T 1,861 1,699 2,215 2,107 2,098 1,857 2,093 2,023
15 weeks and over . 2,297 1,836 2,173 2,182 1,923 1,816 1,836 1,737
15 t0 26 weeks . 905 809 902 947 777 s 800 798
27 weeks #nd over 1,392 1,028 1,271 1,235 1,166 1,101 1,036 939
Average (mean) duration, In weeks ........ T 15.1 12.9 16.9 14.7 14,0 14.3 16,9 ets
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION
100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
45.7 5206 38.4 9.3 62.8 45.8 6.9
26,3 22.8 31.1 29.7 29.9 7.4 29.7
30.0 26,6 30.5 30,8 224 26.8 25.3
1.8 10.9 12.7 13.4 1.1 10.6 11.7
18.2 13.8 17.9 17,4 16.3 16.3 13.8
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Table A-B. R for loy
[Numbers in thoucands)
Not sessonsly adfusted Sescnelly adjustad
Pnamons Fone June Tone Teb. | Yac. Aprs Hay Jone
1976 1977 1976 1977 1977 1977 1977 1977
NUMBER OF UNEMPLOYED
3,286 2,687 3,560 3,39 3,163 2,953 3,038 2,927
845 617 1,031 1,001 865 754 749 827
2,441 2,011 2,569 2,395 2,278 2,199 | 2,289 2,100
839 894 895 852 519 846 944 954
2,244 2,339 1,813 1,963 2,013 2,001 1,993 1,889
1,286 1,532 831 936 1,003 972 893 1,077
100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 160.0 100.0
42.9 36.1 50.3 41,5 4hod 43.6 4.2 42,7
11.0 9.1 16.5 14,0 12,2 111 10.9 12,1
3L.9 27.0 35.8 3.5 32.2 32.5 33.3 30.7
11.0 12.0 12.6 1.9 13.0 12.5 13.7 13.9
29.3 e 25.5 21.5 28.4 29.5 29.0 27.6
16.8 20.6 1.7 13.1 16.2 16,4 13.0 15.7
UNEMPLOYED AS A PERCENT OF THE
CIVILIAN LABOR FORCE
3.4 2.7 3.8 3.5 3.3 31 3.1 3.0
.9 .9 .9 .9 1.0 .9 1.0 1.0
2.3 2.6 L9 2.0 2.1 2.1 2.1 1.9
1.3 1.5 .9 1.0 1.0 1.0 .9 11
Table A-6. Unemployment by sex and age, seasonally adjusted
Nusmber of
Sax s0d e 0t tholciende)
June June June Teb. Tar. Apr. “Hay June
1976 1977 1976 1977 1977 1977 1977 1977
717 | 6,92 7.6 7.5 7.3 7.0 6.9 7.1
1,645 | 1,765 18.4 18.5 18.8 17.8 17,9 18.6
m 829 2.2 19.8 22.2 19.2 20,4 213
846 907 16.2 17.5 16.6 16.8 16.3 16.5
1,606 | 1,516 1.5 12,0 1.4 10.8 10.7 10.5
3,99 | 3,667 5.4 5.2 5.1 4.9 4.8 5.0
3,256 | 3,137 5.6 5.3 5.2 5.1 5.1 5.3
657 533 &7 4.8 4.3 4.1 4.0 3.8
1,991 | 3,580 7.0 6.9 6.5 6.1 6.3. 6.2
962 18.5 18.6 18.7 17.0 17.0 18.6
45 481 21.3 19,3 22.2 17.9 18.7 22.7
456 449 16.4 17.9 16.1 16.0 16.0 15.5
882 781 1.6 12.1 11.2 10.5 10.6 9.9
2,158 | 1,843 4.9 4.6 4.3 41 4.2 %
1,762 | 1,548 5.0 (93 4.3 4.3 4 4.3
a1 289 .7 41 4.4 2.7 3.9 1.3
3,260 | 3,382 8.4 8.6 8.5 8.2 7.9 8.4
763 823 18.3 18,4 18.9 18.8 19.0 18.7
356 348 21.1 20.4 22.2 20.8 22.5 19.7
390 458 15.9 16.9 17.1 1.7 16.6 17,5
724 735 1.6 1.9 1.7 11.2 10.9 11.0
1,751 | 1,826 6.3 6.1 6.1 6.0 5.7 6.3
1,512 | 1,589 6.7 6.3 6.6 6.5 6.1 6.7
2 4.7 4.9 4.2 6.6 4.3 4.6
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Table A-7. Range of unemployment measures based on varying d it of Y and the labor force,
seasonally adjusted
[Pecert)
Cusrterty swerages. Momtidy ésta
Musres 1976 1977 1977
11 111 144 1 11 Apt. May June
U-1—Permons unempioyed 15 weeks or longer 23 2 percont of the
eivilian fabor forcs ... e carraaaees 2.2 2.4 2.6 2.2 1.8 1.9 [ %] 1.8
U-2—Job lomers a3 » percent of the civilian labor fores ...eooeenannans 3.7 3.9 3.9 3.4 At 3.1 3.1 3.0
househokd hesds £ 8 percent of the howshold head
tebor forea . . 4.9 s.3 5.3 4.8 4.6 46 4.5 4.3
U4—Unemployed full-time jobseekers 23 a percent of the full-time labor
force ...l U JRRSTOS B X ) 7.4 7.5 6.8 6.5 6.5 6.5 6.5
US—Totd unempioyed & 2 percent of the civilian tsbor force
fofficiat mesmure) -....... PRSI [RUTTRORN 7.4 7.8 7.9 7.4 7.0 7.0 6.9 7.1
U-6—Total full-time jobseekers phus % part-time jobssekers plus % total
on part time for economnic ressons asa percant of the civilian
tabor forca less % of the port-time labor force 9.1 9.5 9.7 9.0 8.6 8.6 8.6 8.7
U-7 —Total fulltime jobseck ers phus % part-time jobsockers plus % total
on port time for economic rezions plus discouraged workers 35 8
percent of the civitizn labor force plus discouraged workers less
% of the part-time labor force 10.0 10.3 10.7 9.9 9.7 H.A, [ HoA.

N.A.rmol paacie.

Table A-8. Persons not in the labor force by selected characteristics, quarterly averages

(i thousands)
Not seasonatty adjusted Sessonatty adjusted
Crancsristics 1976 1977
11 1
1976 1977 1 11 111 v 1 11
Total not in lsbor fores . -] 59,186 59,042 59,327 59,032 58,963 59,132 59,379 58,908
Do not want 4 job row . o] s3,377 52,806 53,831 53,938 54,715 53,991 53,792 53,190
Wartajobnow ... . 5,809 6,198 5,388 5,426 4,339 5,636 5,663 5,762
Discouraged workers . 904 1,039 940 903 827 992 929 1,061
Job-masket tactor . 648 759 649 617 568 762 644 726
Personal factors? . 251 280 291 286 259 230 285 335
Men . . 36 316 366 308 281 31 283 316
Women - 578 723 574 595 546 651 647 7S
White . 676 76 700 694 401 755 665 741
Black 4nd other . 229 322 233 204 226 250 280 287
1 Sob merket factors incude “could not find job” and “thinks no job svalisble.” 2 Pyrsonal factors include “smplovers think (00 young or od.” “lacks sducstion of rain-

ing.” and ~other perional handicap.”
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Table B-1. Employees on nonagricuttural payrolis, by industry

[1n thowsands}
Not seasonslly adjusted Sessonally sdpnied
Induestry Tune Apr. May June June Feb. Mar. Apr, May June
1976 1977 1977P 1 1977P { 1976 1977 1977 1977 1977P§  1977P

80, 142 81,332} 82,029 | 82,868 | 79,368| 8o, 824 | 81,395 81,686 81, 921 82,056
23, 662 23, 846 | 24,171 24, 660 23,3571 23,701 24,005 | 24,217 24,310 24,332
795 838 843 874 781 823 842 847 B44 859

3,750 3,681 3, 859 4,069 3,592 3, 645 3,759 3, 842 3,867 3,898

- 19,117 19,3271 19, 469 19,717 18,9841 19,233 19,404 | 19,528 19, 599 19,575

13,774 13,8931 14,023 14,234 13, 665| 13, 810 13,958 14, 066 14,148 14,219

MANUFACTURING .
Production workers .

DURABLE GOODS .. 11,162 11,3481 11, 446 11,591 11,059] 11,230 11,370 11, 423 11,473 11,483
Production workers 7,994 8,118 8,211 8,334 7,905 8,01 8,128 8,177 B, 239 B, 240
'
Ordnonce end eccessorles . . 157.5 155, 5 156, 0 154, 6 158 156 156 157 158 155
Lumber and wood products .f 622.8 626.1) 637.8 661.0 601 626 633 639 638 638
Furniture and fixtures 493.8 501.0 503. 8 512.1 493 497 503 507 509 511
Stone, clay, and glass products 640. 8 643.6 653, 5 668, 3 628 620 64} 651 652 655
Primary metal incharies . 1,215,1 1 1,205.4 1,218,4 {1,233, 8 1,200 1,178 1,199 1,208 1,217 1,218
Fabricated metal products. 1,400.9 | 1,423,411,439.6 |1,460,0 i, 390 1,416 1,432 1,433 1,447 1, 448
Machinery, except dlectrical 2,081.8 [ 2,152, 1(2,162.6 |2, 186.2 2, 069 2,134 2,142 2,150 2,167 2,173
Electrica) equipment 1,842.3 1 1,901.8(1,924.3 {1,931.6 1, 837 i, 888 1,906 1,919 1,930 1,926
Transportation equipment . 1,760.8 | 1,800.5(1,814.6 | 1,826,9 1,743 1, 766 1, 808 1, 808 1, 806 1, 809
Instruments and refated products 515.3 522.2 526.1 531, 6 513 524 526 $26 527 529

Misceltaneous manutacturing . . . 430, 8 416.5] 419.3 424.5 427 425 424 425 422 421

7, 925 8, 003 8, 034 8,105 8,126 8, 092

NONDURABLE GOODS

Procuction workers . 5, 760 5, 799 5, 830 5, 889 5, 909 5, 879
Food and kindred products 1,718 1,727 1,734| 1,743 1,732 1,712
Tobaceo manufactures 75 73 68 73 71 70
Textite mitl products . 995.7 973 964 973 981 989 987
Apo-rei-ndoxh-nexl-ltwmu 1,331.0 I 1,286.2(1,294.4 {1,311.5 1,320 1,280 1,283 1,291 1,297 1, 30;
Paper and allied products o 84.7 689. 4 5.9 709.4 678 688 697 702
Printing and pubishing . . 1,077.8 | 1,100,51,104.2 | 1,109.5 1,077) 1,095 1,097 1,102 1,108 1, 108
Chemicals and allied proctucts. I 1,036,2 j 1,053, 2 l 056.8 [1,066.2 1,029 1, 050 1, 051 1, 060 1,063 1,059
Petroleum and coat praduets .....! 205, 7 206,41 209.8 213, 6 202 205 207 211 210 209
Rubber and plastics products, nec. .‘ 580.0 667, 7 673.6 682,8 | 5717 656 666 680 585 679
Leather and leather products ..... ¢ 2B2.7 266.3 ; 268, 8 272.3 | 276, 265 267 267 268 265
SERVICE-PRODUCING .......... 56, 480 57, 486 i 57,858 58,208 56,011 57,123 57,390| 57,469 57,611 1 57, 724
i !

TRANSPORTATION AND PUBLIC i

UTILITIES ........... e 4,531 4,538 4,576 4, 624 4,482 4, 553 4,568 4,575 4, 589 4, 574

'
WHOLESALE AND RETAIL TRADE. .| 17, 757 18,026 | 18,167 18,332 17, 664 18, 067 18,189j 18,203 18,226! 18,237

WHOLESALE TRADE .
AETAIL TRADE .

- 4,280 4,332 4,.351 4,407, 4,254 4,334 4,354 4,371 . 4,382 4,381
| 13,477 13,694 ] 13, 816 13,925 | 13,410° 13,733 13, 835 13, 832 13, 844 l 13, 858

! t

|

FINANCE, INSURANCE, AND
REALESTATE ..................

4, 344 4,450 4,477 4,538 4,301 4,431 4,453 4,463 4, 481 4,493

SEAVICES ... 14, 815 15,182 { 15,296 15,495 14,610, 15,068 15,149} 15,182 15,205 15,281
. '

GOVERNMENT . 15,033 § 15,290 15,342 | 15,219 | 14,954 15,004 | 15,031] 15,046 | 15,114] 1513.
!
2,728 1 2,759 2,728 2,721 | 2,725 2,719 | 2, 7123| 2, -2v

2,758 | 2,716
12,614 | 12,460 | 12,226] 12,283 | 12,306] 12,327 | 12.391] 12,10

12,275 12,574

FEDERAL.
STATE AND LOCAL .

papreliminary.
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Table B-2. Average weekly hours of pr or visory workers! on private nonagrsicultural
payrolls, by industry

Not sexsorally sdjusted Semsonsily adjusted
Industry June Apr- M3y June June Freb. Mart. Kpr. May June
1976 1977 1977P | 1979° | 1976 1977 1977 1977 1977P | 1977P
TOTAL PRIVATE ... P L 36.0 36.1 36.4 36.1 36.3 36.3 36.2 | 36.3 36.2
MINING ...ooveennne seesmeanaarees 42.8 43.9 43.9 44.2 4.2 43.6 44.4 44.4 43.3 43.6
CONTRACT CONSTRUCTION .........| 37.9 37.0 37.5 37.2 37.3 37.8 37.1 37.3 37.4 36.7
MANUFACTURING. .. | o404 40.0 40.3 | 40.7 40.2 | 40.3 40.4 40. 40.4 40.5
Overtime howrs . 3.2 3.1 3.3 35 3.2 3.3 3.3 3.4 3.4 3.4
DURABLE GOOOS . 41.1 40.7 41.0 | 41.5 40.9 | 40.8 41.0 40.8 | 41.0 41.3
Overtime hours . 3.3 3.5 3.7 3.4 3.3 34 3.6 3.6 37
Ordrance and acorcries.. .. o2 41.0 41.0 | 412 4Lt 40.6 40.6 41.2 ] 41.1 411
Lomber and wood products . 40.6 40.0 40.3 | 40.7 39.8 | 405 40.1 40.0 | 40.0 39.9
Furniture and fixtores . .- .| 39.0 37.9 38.4 | 38.8 38.6 | 38.1 38.6 38.4 | 38.7 38.4
Stone, clay, and glass products. 4.7 414 41.9 | 42.2 4.4 | 4L.4 4.4 41.7 | 41.8 41.9.
Primary metal industries . 41.3 41.4 414§ 417 4.2 | 40.6 41t 41.5 [ 41.5 416
Fabricated meta) produc: 413 40.5 40.9 | 41.6 41.0 | 40.8 41.0 40.7 | 40.9 41.3
Machinery, except dect 412 411 41.4 | 419 41.2 | 41.3 41.5 1.3 | 406 419
Electrical scquipment . . 40.3 39.9 40.1 | 40.6 40.1 | 40.6 40.3 40.0 | 40.1 40.4
Tramponation equpment 4 oa2.8 42.0 42.7 ] 43.3 42.5 1 41.4 42.8 41.9 | 42.6 43.0
Irstruments and relzted producss. ... | 40. 5 40.0 40.4 | 40.8 40.5 { 40.8 40.4 40.1 § 40.5 40.8
Misecllaneous manufacturing . ... 38.7 38.9 39.1 39.4 38.5 { 39.5 39.3 38.9 | 39.1 39.2
NONDURABLE GOODS . 39.4 39.1 39.3 | 39.7 39.3 1 39.6 39.5 39.5 [ 39.5 39.6
Overtime hours . .. 3.0 2.9 3.0 31 2.9 3.2 .1 3.2 31 3.0
Food and kinared products . 40.2 39.6 39.7 | 40.2 40.1 | 40.3 40.2 40.3 9.9 40.1
Tobacco manutactures . 8.2 37.8 38.0 | 38.5 8.3 | 39.4 38.4 38.3 | 38.5 38.6
Textite mifl products -l o407 40.1 40.5 | 40.8 40.3 | 40.5 40.8 40.5 | 40.6 40. 4
Apparel and other textile products .| 35, 9 35.0 35.4 [ 36.0 35.8 | 35.7 35.6 35.1 35.6 35.9
Paper and allied products . - 42.6 42.8 42.7 43.2 42.4 4c.7 42.8 43.3 43.0 43.0
Printing and publishing .- 7.5 37.4 37.5 1 37.7 37.5 | 37.9 3.7 37.7 37.6 37.7
Chamicals and atlied products . 416 41.9 41.7 41.9 41.5 41.7 41.8 41.9 41.7 4.8
Patroleum and cosl products . . 42.2 42.7 42.6 [ 43.1 42.0 | 42.5 43.0 42.7 | 4.6 42.9
Rubber and plastics products, nec -1 40. 5 41.0 41.1 41.3 40.3 | 41.4 41.2 41.2 41.3 41.1
Leather and leather products ... 37.8 36.7 37.3 381 | 37.0 36.7 36.4 37.4 37.1 37.3
TRANSPORTATION AND PUBLIC i
UTILITIES .oovneeaaeens IRYTTITN 40.0 19.9 40.0 40.4 39.8 40.5 40.3 40.1 40.2 40.2
WHOLESALE AND RETAILTRADE ....|  33.8 33.1 3.2 336 33.5| 33.4 33.5 33.5 | 33.5 332
WHOLESALE TRAD! <[ 38.9 38.7 38.8 39.0 38.8 39.1 38.9 39.0 | 38.8 38.9
RETAIL TRADE | o323 3.5 36| 39 3.9 3.8 3.9 3.9 | 31.9 316
FINANCE, INSURANCE, AND
REAL ESTATE............ Ceerarnes 36.6 36.6 36.6 36.6 36. 6 36. 6 36.7 36.6 36.7 36.6
SERVICES .....ooviinnannnianiinens 33.6 33.3 33.3| 33.5 33.4f 33.6 33,5 33,5 ( 33.5 33.3
! Data relate 1o production workers in mining and manufacturing: 10 construclion workers in eontract ion: and to isory workers in ion and public utilities;

sate and cqtail trade; finance, insurance, and resl estate; and services. These grouss account for spproximately four-fifths of the total employment on private nonagricultural payralts.
prpratiminary,
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Table B-3. Average hourly and weekly earnings of production or nonsupervisory workers' on private
nonagricultural payrolls, by industry

Averags hourly emings Average weekly esrnings

tndustry Tane Apr. | May —Tune Tine Apr: May Tane
1976 1977 | 1977P 1977P | 1976 1977 1977P | 1977P
TOTAL PRIVATE. .. $5.15 {$5.19 $5.20 [$176.54 [$185 40 {$187.36 {$189.28
Seasonally aciusted 5.17 5. 20 5.21 175. 09 187.151188.76 188. 60
MINING . 6.80 6.80 6.82 270. 50 298.52 | 298.52 301. 44
CONTRACT CONSTRUETION . ...iiiiiiniiiinieiiinana., 7.60 7.88 7.90 1.94 288. 04 291.56 | 296. 25 295.37
MANUFACTURING ........o.oeniniis o EEETT TSI TTON. 5.15 5.52 5.56 5.59 208. 06 220.80 | 224.07 227. 51
5.53 5.88 5.95 5.98 227.28 239.32 243.95 248.17
Ordnance end 2ccessories .. 5.64 6.14 6.19 6.08 232. 37 251. 74| 253.79 250. 50
Lumnber and wood products 4.76 4.94 4.99 5.00 193, 26 197.60¢ 201. 10 203. 50
Furniture and fixtures . ., 3.96 4.21 4. 24 4.26 154. 44 159.56 | 162.82 165. 29
Stone, chay, and glass products. 5.30 5.66 5.72 5.77 221,01 | 234.32| 239.67 | 243.49
Primary metal industries . 6.77 7.22 7.39 7. 40 279. 60 298.91 | 305.95 308. 58
Fabricated metal product 5.44 5.67 5173 5.80 224.67 229.641 234. 36 241. 28
Machinery, except dlectrical. 5.72 6.07 6.11 6.15 235.66 249.48} 252.95 257- 69
Electrical equipment . . 4.84 5.20 5.26 5.29 195.05 | 207.48] 210.93 | 214.77
Teansportation equipment 6.52 7.01 7.09 7.12 279.06 | 294.42 302.74 | 308.30
Instruments and refated products 4.83 5.11 5.14 5.14 195.62 | 204.40( 207.66 | 209.71
Miscallaneous manutacturing ... 3.99 4.27 4.31 4,31 154. 41 166.10| 168,52 169. 81
NONDURABLE GOODS . 4.62 4.99 4.99 5.03 182.03 195.11) 196.11 199. 69
Food and kindred procucts . 4.92 5. 26 5.29 5.30 197.78 208.30{ 210.01 213. 06
Tobacco manufactures 5.23 5.59 5. 58 5.68 199. 79 211.301 212.04 218. 68
Textils mill producty , . 3.59 3.87 3.86 3.88 146.11 155.19} 156,33 158. 30
Apparel and other textite products . 3.40 3.57 3.57 3.63 122.06 | 124.95| 126.38 | 130.68
Paper and allisd products .. . 5.39 5.79 5.80 5.87 229.61 247.81] 247.66 253.58
Printing ind publishing .. 5.65 5.98 6.01 6.03 211.88 223.65| 225.38 227.33
Chesmicals and pilied products . 5.84 6.27 6.29 6.35 242.94 262.71] 262.29 266.07
Petroisum and coal products . . 7.1 7.70 7.69 7.70 300.04 328.79} 327.59 331.87
Rubber and plastics products, nec 4.38 5.06 5.04 5.12 177,39 | 207.46| 207.14 | 211.46
Leather and taather produxts . ... 3.43 3.61 3.63 3.63 129.65 132. 49| 135.40 138. 30
TRANSPORTATION AND PUBLIC UTILITIES 6. 42 6.80 5.83 6.79 256. 80 271.32f 273.20 274. 32
WHOLESALE AND RETAIL TRADE ....._....oiverininnsn.e. 3.95 4.23 4.24 4.24 133. 5% 140.01| 140.77 142, 46
WHOLESALE TRADE. 5.14 5.48 5. 51 5.48 199.95 212.08) 213.79 213.72
RETAIL TRADE 3.53 3.78 3.80 3.80 114.02 119.07| 120.08 121. 60
FINANCE, INSURANCE, AND REAL ESTATE ... 4.34 4.54 4.58 4.54 158. 84 166.16] 167.63 166. 16
SEAVICES .. 4.34 4.64 4.67 4.65 145.82 154.54( 155.5% [ 155.78

! Ses footnots 1, table 8-2.
pepreliminary.
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Hourly earnings index 101 prod: or visory workers' on private nonagricuttural
11967-100)
Purcant chenge from
Indmery June Jan. | Peb. Mar. Apr. May p | June p [ June 1976 [ May 1977-
1976 1977 | 1977 1977 1977 1977 | 1977 June 1977 | June 1977
TOTAL PRIVATE NONFARM:
184.3 192.7 | 193.2 | 1961 195.3 | 196.3 | 196.9 6.8 0.3
108.3 109.7 | 109.0 | 108.8 108.6 | 108.5 | H.A. 2) e}l
196.9 207.8 | 2101 | 210.4 212.1 | 2121 { 213.9 8.6 .8
185.8 192.4 | 190.8 | 191.6 192.6 | 192.3 | 194.5 4.7 1.1
183.6 192.3] 193.3 | 196.3 195.4 | 196.9 | 198.0 7.9 %
199.0 205.1 | 206.2 | 206.7 208.6 | 2001 | 209.5 5.3 2
177.5 186.4 | 187.6 | 188.5 189.8 | 190.4 | 190.2 7.2 -1
169.2 176.5 | 175.7 | 175.9 177.6 | 179.3 | 1775 4.9 -1.0
SERVICES..... 188.3 197.7 | 197.7 | 198.7 199.7 | 200.8 | 2031 6.8 1

! Ses tootnate 1, table B-2.

1 Percent change was 0.1 from May 1976 to
3 Percent change was -0.1 from April 1977

N-A. = not svailstie.
Eepreliminery.

May 1977, the latest conth available.
to May 1977, the latest conth available.

NOTE: AN series are in curren doltar except whare indicatad. The index exthades effects of two types of change that are unrelated to undertying wage-rite developments: Fluctustions in over-
thma pramiums in mamutacturing (the only tector for which overtime dats sre svailable] and the eftects of changes in the proportion of workers in high-wage snd low-wage industries,

h

Table B-6. Indexes of aggregats weakly of or visory workers' on private nonagricultural
payrolls, by industry, seasonally adjusted
11967 = 100)
Industry division and 1976
™ ind June | July | Avg. | Sept. | Oct. | Nov. | Dec. | Jam. | Feb. Tunep
TOTAL 1116 111.8| 111.8] 112.2 [ 112.2 [ 112.8 [ 113.3 1112,3 | 114,2 15,7
GOODS-PRODUCING . .} 96.8| 96.5] 95.7| 95.9| 96.0| 97.2| 96.9| 95.2| 98.3 101.7
MINING ................ Lo 12500 127.7) 11s.6{ 131, 7 | 131.1 | 132.6 | 134.0 | 130.7 [134.6 141.1
CONTRACT CONSTRUCTION .. ... 104.0[ 103, 7( 102,5§ 99.4 | 104.21105.7[104.3 | 96.4 [105,9 1L7
MANUFACTURING . 94.6| 94.2| 93.9] 94.0] 93.2f 94.5| 94.4 | 93.8] 95.7 98.6
DURABLE GOODS . 93.8] 93.5| 93.6{ 93.2( 92,0 93.8| 93.6} 93.2] 94.8 98,7
Ore 40,7| 40,0 39.8{ 38,6/ 38,5] 38.5| 39.51 39.0] 3.1 40,7
96.1f 98.61 97.6| 98.2] 99.4(100,8|101.9{101,1|103,0 104.2
. 103,3) 102.3{ 101.2| 102.4 | 102.2[ 102,8 ] 103,5 } 98.5|102,7 106.8
Stone, clay, and glass produets 99.7f 99.2| 98.6( 98.9| 99.7[100.2| 99.1[ 96.1 97.1 105.4
Primary metal industries . . . . 89.2| 90,1| 89.8| 88.8| 86,2| 85,7| 85.0| 84.8| 85.5 91.2
Fabricated metal products . . . 98.4| 98.0| 98.6) 98.6| 96,5 98,1 98.1| 97.6(100,0 103,8
Machinery, except elecurical . . 94,51 95.9| 95.9] 95.9| 94.0f 96.7( 96.0| 95.7| 97.7 101, 5
Electrical equipment and supp! 91.9| 90.5| 92.2| 91.5| 92.1| 93.4[ 93.1| 91,7 95.5 97.7
Transportation equipment . . . 92.6| 90,3f 90,7| 89.1| 86.1| 91.5] 90, 93,3 | 9.3 97.0
Instruments and related products . 109.1] 110,3| 108.1{ 107.2 | 107.9} 108.5 | 110.4 [ 108.9 | 112.4 14,1
Miscellaneous manutacturing, Ind. 94,7) 93.1) 91.8f 92.2| 92.0] 92.1| 91.6| 93.1] 95,8 94.9
NONDURABLE GOOOS .. ... 95.8] 95.2{ 94,2| 95,2 95.0{ 95.4( 95.5| 9.7} 97.1 98.5
Food and kindred products . . 96,8/ 97.0] 96.5| 96.4( 96.2| 96.6] 95.51 95.1| 97.5 95.9
Tobecco menutactures . . . . . 83.4] 82.3| 84.0| 82,1 83,0| 81.6] 81.6| 76.1] 83.0 75.9
Textlla mill produets . .. 98.6] 98.0] 95.5| 95.2| 95.0| 95.6| 96.1{ 95.4| 97.9 100.1
Appactl and other textil products 91.4| 88.9| 87.6| 86.2f 85.7| 86,1| 86,3| B4.1| B8.0 90,0
Paper and allied products . . 97.3] 96.9] 96.1] 96.5| 95.7| 97.0| 97.2| 96.2| 98.0 101.4
Printing and publishing . . 93.1| 93.6] 92.9] 93.1| 93.4| 93.6] 93.7| 93.0) 94,8 95.3
Chemicats and sllied products 99.0| 99.4| 99.8( 100.3] 99,4} 100,0| 100,0]100,4101.8 103.9
Patroleurn and ol products 111.6] 112.2( 112.4| 112.2] 112,5] 1131 114.7 115.0]114.7 121.0
Rubber and plastics products, nec 107.0| 106.2| y05.2| 124.3| 125.6( 125,7] 127.6 | 127.7| 129. 6 133,6
Leather and lesther products . . 76.0) 74.7| 72.5| 72,1 71.0| 70.4} 70,5} 69.1| 71.9 3.1
SERVICE-PRODUCING . [ 121.8f 122,5} 123.0] 123.6] 123.5] 123.5| 124.6] 124.1 | 125.2 125.4
TRANSPORYTION AND PUBLIC
UTILITIES ... ............ 101.6) 102,11} 102,5] 102,9( 102, 0} 103,2] 105,01 102, 7] 104.4 | 104.2 | 103.9 [104,5 | 104.2
WHOLESALE AND RETAIL i
............... 118.1] 118.9] 119.0] 119.7| 119.3} 118.9] 120.0| 119,21 ] 120, 7 121.5 | 125.7 | 121:7 | 120, 7
WHOLESALE TRADE 114.1] 115.3] 114.7] 114.9| 114.8] 114.8] 114.8] 115.4| 117,01 116.9}117.8 |117.5 [117.4
RETAIL TRADE . 119.6) 120.3| 120.6] 121. 6] 121.0] 120.4| 122.0] 120.4 | 322,71 ] 123,2 | 123.1 | 123.2 [ 122.0
FINANCE, INSURANCE, ANO
REAL ESTATE . .... ool 1263 12606 127.3] 127.7) 128.3] 129.1] 129.8] 130.6 130.2 | 31,1 131.0{131,7 | 131.5
SERVICES ........ 135.0 135.4] 136.6] 137.2} 137.6] 137.7] 138.4 138.8| 13°,7) 140, 0| 140.1 [ 140,2 |139.8

! Seefootnots 1, table B2,
peprefiminery.
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Table B-6. Indexes of diffusion: Percent of industries in which employment® increased

Yatr sad month Over 1.month span Over 3-month spen Over G-month pen Ower 12-month spen
58,7 61.6 64.8 63.1
55.8 55.2 56.4 59.6
48.0 54.7 54.7 54.9
54.7 52.3 51.5 50,0
54.7 57.0 50.3 40.1
54.4 50,9 44.5 28.2
49.1 44,2 35.8 26.7
42.2 36.0 32.0 22.1
32.6 35.5 21.8 20.6
35.5 26.2 15.7 18.6
19.8 21.8 16.0 16.6
19.8 12.8 13.7 14.0
16.9 12,5 13.7 16.3
16.9 14,0 12.8 17. 4
27.3 22,7 18.9 17.2
44.2 34.6 29.1 20,3
s1.2 43.6 40.7 25.6
39.8 4.7 59.0 40.1
57. 55.5 63.4 50.3
72.4 75.0 66.6 61.9
81.4 78.8 72.4 71.5
64.0 70.6 78.8 75.9
59.6 69,2 79.4 79.1
69.2 75.0 7.6 81.4
76.7 82,0 82.8 84,6
74.4 84.3 83.1 82.8
77.9 84.9 7.0 79.4
77.9 811 7.0 73.5
63.4 706 7.5 79.7
a7.t 57.0 70.9 79.4
52.9 a7.4 55.2 75.3
49.1 65.1 55.2 4.1
68.9 54.9 61.9 78.2
zjg 59.9 70.1 76.5

X 53.8 69.8 75. 0p
68.3 75.9 76.7 75.3p
705 76,7 88.4
61.6 84.6 87.2p
79.7 86.0 84.0p
79.1 82. 6p
65. 4p 73.8p
51 7p

1 Number of employees, seasorally adiusted. on peyrolts of 172 private nonsgricultural industries.
P = preliminary.
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Wholesale Price Index--June 1977

The Wholesale Price Index for All Commodities decreased 0.6 percent from May to
June on a seasonally adjusted basis, the Bureau of Labor Statistics of the U.S. Depart-
ment of Labor reported today. The index had moved up 0.4 percent in May and about
1 percent in each of the 3 previous months. The index for farm products moved down
more sharply than in May, and prices of processed foods and feeds declined following
4 months of large advances. The industrial commodities index rose but less than in
recent months. (See table A.) During the 3 months ending in June, the All Commodi-
ties Wholesale Price Index moved up at an annual rate of 4.0 percent, following a
10,2 percent rate of advance in the preceding quarter. Most of the slowdown was due
to farm products and processed foods and feeds.

The index for farm products decreased 6.3 percent in June on a seasonally
adjusted basis, following a 2.3 percent decline in May and large increases during the

Table A. Percent changes in WP1 and components, selected periods *

Change in
Changes from preceding month All
Processed Commoditied
Month All Industrial Farm foods and From
Commodities Commodities products feeds 12 monthg
ago
seas. seas. seas seas.
unadj. adj. unadj. adj. unadj. adj.| unadj. adj. unadj.
June 1976 0.7 0.5 0.6 0.6 2.0 0.5 1.1 0.3 5.5
July ....| .7 .4 7 .6 .2 -.6 .4 -.6 5.0
AW, ....|-=.3 -2 .6 .6 -3.7 -3.3 | -3.2 -2.5 4.0
Sept.....| .5 .7 .5 .8 1.2 .8 .3 Dy 4.0
Oct. .... .3 .5 .8 .9 -2.7 -.5|-1.3 -.6 3.6
Nov. .... .2 .6 .4 .6 -1.7 -.6 -.1 4 4.2
Dec. .... .8 .6 .2 .3 4.4 2.6 2.4 rl.8 4.7
Jan. 1977 .5 .5 .5 .5 1.0 1.1 .2 r-.1 4.8
Feb. ....| 1.1 9 .8 .6 2.8 2.2 1.5 1.8 5.9
Mar. ....| 1.0 1.1 .9 .8 1.7 2.5 1.1 1.9 6.8
Apr. ....| 1.3 1.1 .8 .6 2.8 3.4 2.5 2.5 7.2
May .... .5 .4 .5 .4 -1.8 -2.3 1.9 1.8 7.3
[June ....| -.4 -.6 .2 3 -5.2 -6.3 | -1.0 -1.7 6.2

r = revised

* Data for December 1976 shown in this release have been revised to reflect the
availability of late reports and corrections. Revised data for January 1976
through November 1976 became available earlier. Revised annual average data for
1976 are now available on request from the Bureau of Labor Statistics.



1824

5 previous months. Prices moved down in June for every major category of farm pro-
ducts except fluid milk., Prices fell more than in May for fresh and dried vegetables,
grains, tea, and oilseeds. Fresh fruits and cattle turned down sharply after increas—
ing in May. Prices for green coffee, plant and animal fibers, eggs, and live poultry
also declined in June, although less than in the previous month.

The processed foods and feeds index fell 1.7 percent in June, after rising about
2 percent in each of the 4 previous months. Prices turned down in June for beef and
veal and fats and oils following May increases. Manufactured animal feeds and sugar
and confectionery fell more in June than in May. Beverages and beverage materials,
cereal and bakery products, and miscellaneous processed foods rose less than in the
preceding month. On the other hand, pork prices moved up more sharply than in May.

Prices of industrial commodities moved up 0.3 percent in June, During the second
quarter, the rise in industrial prices slowed to an annual rate of 5.3 percent, after
a 7.9 percent rate of increase from December to March. Indexes for fuels and power,
chemicals, and machinery rose less in June than in May. Prices for the hides and
skins and miscellaneous groups turned down after increasing in May. Textile prices
moved lower in June after showing no change in the preceding month, and metal prices
declined slightly more than in May. On the other hand, prices of lumber and wood

Table B. Percent changes in stage of processing components of WPI, selected periods,
seasonally adjusted *

Changes from preceding month
Crude Intermed. Finished goods
Month materials | materials| Total|Producer Consumer

less some | less some Less foods

items 1/ | items 2/ Total| Foods| Total [Durables]Nondurables
June 1976 1.1 0.4 0.2 0.4 0.1}-1.0 0.8 0.4 0.9
July ... 2.4 .5 -1 .3 -.2|-1.5 .5 .2 .8
Aug. .... .7 .6 -.2 .3 -.4|-2.2 .6 .5 .6
Sept..... -.5 9 .5 .5 .51 0 .7 .6 .8
Ooct. «... 3.7 .7 .5 1.0 2| -.4 .5 .5 .6
Nov. .... 3.5 .5 .3 .4 2] -4 .5 .2 .7
Dec. ....| -2.1 r.6 1.0 .8 rl.2 | r2.8 .2 .1 .2
Jan, 1977 | -1.2 r.4 r.6 .4 .6 -.1 1.0 .7 1.1
Feb. .... 4.0 .6 7 .5 91 2.0 .3 .5 .2
ar. .... 2.3 .9 .8 .4 9 1. .8 .4 1.0
PLo oaee .3 .6 1.1 .6 1.3] 2.5 N N .7
Ay  eeen .8 .3 9 .6 1.1} 2.1 .5 .4 .5
une .... | -1.6 .2 .1 .4 -.2]|-1.3 .4 .3 .5

1/ Excludes crude foodstuffs and feedstuffs, plant and animal fibers, oilseeds, and
leaf tobacco.

2/ Excludes intermediate materials for food manufacturing and manufactured animal feeds.

X -
r = revised

* Data for December 1976 shown in this release have been revised to reflect the
availability of late reports and corrections. Revised data for January 1976
through November 1976 became available earlier. Revised annual average data for
1976 are now available on request from the Bureau of Labor Statistics.



1825

products turned up following 2 months of decreases, and price indexes for nommetallic
mineral products, rubber and plastic products, transportation equipment, and furni-
ture and household durables increased more than in most recent months.

In June, the All Commodities Wholesale Price Index declined 0.4 percent before
seasonal adjustment to 194.5 (1967=100). This index was 6.2 percent higher than a
year earlier. The industrial commodities index was up 7.2 percent over the year.
Prices for farm products were 1.4 percent lower in June 1977 than in June 1976, while
the processed foods and feeds index was 4.6 percent higher.

Price changes by stage of processing

On a stage of processing basis, the index for crude materials for further
processing (excluding foods, feeds, and fibers) declined 1.6 percent in June after
seasonal adjustment. (See table B.) This decrease followed increases of 0.8 and
0.3 percent in May and April, respectively. Prices for natural gas and scrap metals
fell, but bituminous coal prices moved up.

The index for intermediate materials, supplies, and components (excluding foods
and feeds) rose 0.2 percent over the month. This was the smallest upward movement for
this index since May 1976. Declines for nonferrous and ferrous metals and inedible
fats and oils were more than offset by increases for electric power, plywood, indus—
trial chemicals, paper boxes and containers, fabricated metal products, and plastic
products.

The index for finished goods, which includes both consumer and producer finished
goods, edged up 0.1 percent in June, seasonally adjusted. The producer finished goods
index rose 0.4 percent, slightly less than in May and April but the same as in March.
The June advance was primarily due to increases for motor vehicles and some types of
machinery. Most major categories of machinery rose less than in recent months, but
prices for metalworking and agricultural machinery increased more than in May and
April.

The consumer finished goods index was down 0.2 percent over the month because of
lower food prices. The index for consumer foods declined 1.3 percent, the first sub-
stantial decrease in this index this year. Prices of beef and veal, fresh and dried
fruits and vegetables, and sugar and confectionery moved down, while pork, dairy pro-
ducts, and roasted coffee prices advanced. The index for consumer finished goods
other than foods rose 0.4 percent, compared with increases of 0.5 and 0.7 percent in
May and April, respectively. The consumer nondurables index moved 0.5 percent higher
in June as advances for sanitary papers and health products, apparel, and pharmaceu-
tical preparations more than offset a decrease for gasoline. Increases for passenger
cars, major appliances, mobile homes, and household furniture were primarily respon—
sible for the 0.3 percent rise in the consumer durables index.

Changes before seasonal adjustment

Before seasonal adjustment, the All Commodities Wholesale Price Index decreased
0.4 percent to 194.5 (1967=100). The index for farm products declined 5.2 percent,
and processed foods and feeds moved down 1.0 percent. The industrial commodities
index edged up 0.2 percent.

Prices were sharply lower in June for a broad range of farm products, including
fresh and dried fruits and vegetables, grains, cattle, oilseeds, green coffee, and
raw cotton. Hog prices rose.
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Within the processed foods and feeds group, lower prices for manufactured animal
feeds, beef and veal, sugar and confectionery, and most fats and oils outweighed
advances for pork, processed fruits and vegetables, and beverages and beverage
materials.

Ten of the 13 major industrial groups rose from May to June. The largest
increase was a 0.8 percent rise in the nonmetallic mineral products index, led by
advances for gypsum products, structural clay products, and insulation materials.
Within the fuels and related products and power group, higher prices for propane,
gasoline, and electric power were partly offset by declines for residual fuels and
natural gas. Prices advanced for building paper and board and converted paper and
paperboard products. Higher prices for most major categories of plastic products
were responsible for most of the advance in the rubber and plastic products group.
The 0.5 percent rise in the furniture and household durables index was largely due to
increases for furniture and small electric appliances.

Within the machinery and equipment grouping, the metalworking category registered
the largest upward movement. Motor trucks, motor vehicle parts, and passenger cars
accounted for most of the 0.3 percent rise in the index for transportation equipment.
The textile products and apparel index moved up, principally because of higher prices
for synthetic fibers, processed yarns and threads, and apparel; gray and finished
fabrics decreased. Among chemicals and allied products, advances for pesticides,
drugs and pharmaceuticals, and plastic resins and materials more than offset declines
for inedible fats and oils and fertilizer materials. Within the miscellaneous pro-
ducts group, an increase in mobile home prices outweighed a decrease in jewelry
prices.

Three major industrial groups moved down over the month. Sharply lower prices
for cattle hides and cattlehide leather led to a drop in the index for hides, skins,
leather, and related products. Among metals and metal products, decreases for scrap
and nonferrous metals were partly offset by advances for some fabricated metal pro-
ducts. Lower prices for softwood lumber outweighed upward movements for most other
types of wood products.
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Brief Explanation of the WPI

The Wholesale Price Index (WPI) measures average
changes in prices of commodities sold in primary
markets in the United States, “Wholesale,” as used in the
title of the index, refers to sales in large quantities by

United States, from the f.o.b. production or central
marketing point. Price data are collected monthly,
primarily by mail questionnaire. Respondents are asked
lo supply net prices or to provide all applicable

producers, not to prices received by wholesalers, jobbers,
or distributors.

The WPI is based on a sample of about 2,700

dities and 9,000 respond lected to repre-

sent the movement of prices of all commodities pro-

duced in the manufacturing, agriculture, forestry,

fishing, mining, gas and electricity, and public utllmes

Most prices are obtained direcily from pro-
ducing companies on a voluntary and confidential basis,
but some prices are taken from trade publications or are
obtained from other Government agencies. Prices gener-
ally are reported for Tuesday of the week containing the

13th day of the month.
In calculating the index, price changes for the various
dities are averaged together with weights which

sectors. The universe includes all dities prodi
or imported for sale in commercial transamons in
primary markets in the United States. The WPI is
organized along two basic classification structures—
commodity line and stage of processing. Under the
commodity classification structure, products are
grouped by similarity of end-use or material composi-
tion. Under the stage of processing framework, com-
modities are grouped by degree of fabrication (i.e., crude
materials, intermediate or semifinished goods, and
finished goods).

To the extent possible, prices used in the index apply
to the first significant commercial transaction in the

represent their importance in the total net selling value
of all commodities as of 1972, The detailed data are
aggregated to produce indexes for summary groupings
and the All Commodities Wholesale Price Index. The
index price ch from a ref period—
1967—which equals 100.0, designated by the Office of
Management and Budget. An increase of 22 percent, for
example, is shown as 122.0. This change can also be
expressed in dollars as follows:

The price of a representative sample of commodities
sold in primary markets of the United States has risen
from $100in 1967 to $122.

A Note About Calculating Index Changes

Movements of the indexes from one month to another
arc usually expressed as percent changes rather than
changes in index points because index point changes are
affected by the level of the index in relation to its base
period while percent changes are not. The following
example illustrates the computation of index point and
percent changes. (See box.)

Seasonally adjusted percent changes in the All Com-
modities Wholesale Price Index are based on seasonal
adjustment factors and seasonally adjusted indexes
carried to two decimal places. This procedure helps to
eliminate rounding error in the percent changes.

Percent changes for 3-month and 6-month periods are
expressed as annual rates that are computed according to
the standard formula for compound growth rates. These

data indicate what the percent change would be if the
current rate were maintained for a 12-month period.
BLS does not publish annualized data for 1 month,

Index Point Chenge

WPy 1238

Less previous index 123.2
equals index point change 0.6

Percent Change

Index point difference, 06
divided by the previous index, 123.2
equals 0.005

resuft muitiplied by one hundred 0.005 x 100
equals percent change: 05

A Note on Seasonally Adjusted Data

Because price data are used for different purposes by
different groups, the Bureau of Labor Statistics pub-
lishes seasonally adjusted as well as unadjusted changes
each month.

For analyzing general price trends in the economy,
seasonally adjusted data usually are preferred since they
eliminate the effect of changes that normally occur at
about the same time and in about the same magnitude
every year—such as price movements resulting from
normal weather patterns, regular production and supply
cycles, model changeovers, seasonal discounts, and holi-

days. Seasonally adjusted data are subject to revision
when seasGnal factors are revised.

The unadjusted data are of principal interest to users
who need information which can be related to the actual
dollar values of transactions. Individuals requiring this
information include marketing specialists, purchasing
agents, budget and cost analysts, contract specialists, and
commodity traders. Unadjusted data generally are used
in escalating contracts such as purchase agreeménts or
real estate leases.



Table 1. Wholesale price indexes for major commodity groups and special groupings, June 1977 *

e e e s
otherwise noted} June 1977 from: 1979
Dec. 1976 May 1977 June 1977 June 1976 May 1979 Mar.-Apr. Apr. -May May-June
Al commodities 100,000 195.2 194.5 6.2 -0.4 1.1 0.4 -0.6
Al commodities {1857-59+100} - 207.1 206.4 — ot . P ——
Commodity Groups.
: Farm products, and processed foods and feeds 21.566 196.8 191.8 2.3 -2.5 2.9 .3 -3
‘ Farm products 7.949 204.3 193.7 -1.4 -5.2 3.4 -2.3 -6.3
‘ Processad foods and feeds 13.616 192.0 190.1 4.6 ~1.0 2.5 1.9 -1.7
i Industrlal commodities 78,434 14,2 194.6 7.2 2 .6 R .2
; Taxtits products and spparel 5.758 154.0 154.4 4.1 .3 1.0 [} -.5
Hides, skins, leather, and refated products .804 181.9 179.7 6.9 -1.2 -2 1.3 -.8
‘ Fusls and related products and power” . 10.711 302.3 304.0 16.7 .6 1.4 1.4 u
‘ Chemicals and allied products? 7.051 193.8 193.9 3.5 .1 .6 .8 .3
| Rubber and plastic products - 2.907 166.4 167.% 6.6 © 6 .8 .3 .0
Lumber and wood products 2.561 229.3 228.7 W -3 -L.5 -1.7 1.7
Pulp, paper and allisd products 3 5.317 186.1 187.3 4.3 % .83/ .5 3/ 6 3/
| Metals and matal products 13.071 208.5 207.8 5.7 -4 = -3 -5
‘ Machinery and squipment 3 12.002 180.0 180.8 6.1 N 3y Y v 3/
Fumiture snd household durables 3 3.427 150.5 151.3 4.1 .5 3% a¥ s
: Nonmatatlic mineral products 2.87u 198.9 200,4 7.6 .8 9= .6 1
: Trantportation equlpment (Dec. 1968=100} 8.778 159.0 159.4 6.8 3 .6 " s
‘ Miscellansous products 3.171 163.1 163.5 5.9 .2 1.0 .2 -2
} Industrial comodities less fuels and related products .
‘ and power 67.723 182.5 162.8 5.8 2 s 3 .2
‘ .
i Spacial Groupings
§ Contumer finished goods 29.055 179.3 179.3 6.2 0 1.3 1.1 -2
| Foods 10.378 192.4 190.7 4.7 -9 2.5 2.1 -1.3
: Finisheo goods, exciuding foods 18.677 171.0 171.9 7.0 5 .7 5 .
| Nondurable 11.537 184.6 185.8 2.0 .7 .7 .5 .5
1 Ourable 7.140 150.8 151.3 5.4 .3 7 4 .3
i Producer finished goodr 12.081 182.4 183.1 5.4 4 .6 .6 4
Manutactured goods 84,350 190.2 180.4 6.4 1 1.0 .5 [
Durable . 44,053 . 186.1 186.6 6.8 3 o .2 .3
\ntormediate materiats, supplies and components,
axcluding setected items* 45,342 201.6 202.1 7.0 .2 .8 .3 .2
Crude materials for further processing, excluding :
siocted items® 3.785 284.5 279.6 12.5 -1.7 -3 .8 -1.6

¥ Camprahensiva relstive importancs figures are computed once each year in Decamber. o

3 vtows for most items in this grouping sre lagged and rafer to ane or two months earier than the index month, Ses companent {aotnotes in Table 3 for speciic lag interuals.

? Not seasonally sdjusted.

* Excludes ‘ntermudiate materiats for food manufacturing and manufactured snimal tesds.

1 Excludes crue foodstufts and feedstufts, plant and animsl fibers, oilseeds, and leaf tobacco.”

% Data for December 1976 shown in this release have been revised to reflect the availablity of late reports and N
corrections. Revised data for January 1976 through November 1976 became available esrlier. Revised amnual average
data for 1976 are now available on request from the Bureau of Labor Statistics.

8¢8I
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Table 2. Percent changes in wholesale price indexes and components, June 1977°
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Table 3. Wholesale price indexes for commodity groups and subgroups, Juns 1977*
(1967=100 uniess otherwim indicated)
ndenss Pescem change to
June 1977 from:
Grouping
1976 1977 1 yonr o0 1 moath apo
June May June
(] Farm products . .. 204.3 193.7 -1.4 =5.2
-1 Fresh and dried fruits and vegetables . 201.8 176.2 9.6 =12.7
Grains ., e 171.2 157.7 -29.9 -7.9
Livestock: 180.2 172.3 -£.9 -4.4
Live pout - 183.1 182.7 4.5 -2
Plant snd animal fibers . . 238.6 228.3 -3.2 4.3
Floid mifk . 198.3 199.3 4.8 .5
oo . 144.4 141.4 -14.7 =2.1
Hay, hayseeds, and oilsesds . 289.8 270.2 23.1 -6.8
"ne Other farm products . .. 357.5 3411 52.0 4.6
0z Processed foods and feeds , . 192.0 190.1 4.6
021 Cereal and bakety products . 172.0 171.3 -1.4
02 Masts, poultry, and fish_ . 183.8 183.4 -3.5
023 Dairy produets ., ... ... 174.2 174.3 4.2
024 Processed fruits and vegetables . 185.8 187.8 11.3
23 Sugar and confectionery . . 184.4 176.3 -10.7
026 Beverages and beverage materiats 206.0 207.7 20.2
02-71 Animal fa1s and oils 307.7 279.9 48.1
0272 Crude vegetable oils 248.6 229.6 54.5
0273 Refined vegetable oils 228.9 219.2 28.7
0274 Vagetable oil end products . .., 214.1 216.3 26.8
028 Miscetlaneous processed foods . . 192.4 192.9 11.7
029 Manufectured animal feeds . , . . 239.6 225.7 6.0
[:<] 154.0 154.4 4.1
a3 107.0 109.5 6.8
032 102.3 103.4 1.7
033 105.1 104.5 =2.0
034 104.9 104.5 3.1
035 146.6 147.2 5.3
036 169.7 169.7 6.8
04 Hides, skins, keather, and relatsd products . 168.1 181.9 179.7 6.9
041 Hides snd skins ., .. 261.1 3.0 288.8 10.6
042 Leather . 191.2 210.7 202,1 5.7
043 Footwear . . 158.7 168.2 168.6 6.2
Dea Other jeather and ralated products . 152.2 163.7 163.7 7.6
05 Fuels and related products and power' . 260.5 302.3 304.0 16.7
051 Coal ....... 366.6 386.9 390.6 6.5
052 346.0 375.1 386.1 1.6
053 275.9 3%0.2 386.6 40.1
054 206.2 230.7 234.4 13.6
0581 Crude petroleum® coee 48,1 2m.o 271.8 9.6
%7 Patroleum products, refined® . . 270.6 310.1 1.6 15.2
06 Chemicals and allied products® 187.3 193.8 - 193.9 3.5 .1
081 {ndustrial chemicals® . 218.4 224.0 224.1 2.6 o
0&21 Prepared paint . 173.9 161.7 182.3 4.8 .3
0622 Paint materiats . . 190.5 210.1 20%.3 9.9 -4
063 Drugs and pharmaceuti 134.4 129.7 140.8 4.8 .8
064 Fats and oils, inedible . . . . . . 243,5 237,85 8.8 30.9 =5.5
D65 Agricultural chemicals and chemicsi products . 188.1 187.7 189.0 .5 W7
086 - 195.2 196.6 197.6 1.2 5
067 Other chemicals and altied products . . 172.3 175.9 176.0 2.1 .1
o7 Rubber and plastic products . , 157.1 166.4 167.4 6.6 .6
o711 Rutber and rubber products . 159.4 172.3 172.9 8.5 .3
orn Crude rubber . 163.7 169.7 171.4 4.7 1.0
0712 Tires and tubes e 155.5 167.8 167.8 7.9 [
0713 Miscalianeous rubber products . 160.7 176.3 177.3 10.3 .6
o Plastic construction products (Dec. 1969= 100} 126.1 130.5 134.1 6.3 2.8
0122 Unwpportsd plastic film and shesting (Dec. 1870=100} 154.9 159.6 160.3 3.5 -4
0723 Llr!ﬁual.g plastic sheets, high pressure (Dec, 1970=100) 129.2 142.2 142.4 10.2 -1

See footnotes at end of table.
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Toble 3. Wholesale p

e indexes for commodity groups and subgroups, —continued*
(1967100 wnbess otherwise indicswd)

Indexes Porcunt change %0
Gespin June 1977 froex
oo 1976 1977
June Moy Jane 1 yesr s 1 mowch 290

o 199.9 229.3 228.7 14.4 .3
81 224.2 7.8 264.6 18.0 -1.2
082 178.1 191.5 192.4 8.0 s
o83 176.7 200.0 202.6 14.7 1.3
o84 165.3 184.. 165.4 12.2 .5
o 179.6 186.1 187.3 4.3 .6
001 101.0 187.3 188.4 41 .6
0311 205.7 286.8 285.7 o -4
12 199.7 185.3 186.3 .7 .5
013 161.8 194.1 134.3 6.9 a
0014 177.3 179.0 179.5 1.2 .3
15 Convertad . 169.7 175.7 177.4 4.5 1.0
2 Buikling peper nd bowd 139.5 151.3 153.8 10.3 1.7
10 Metats and metal products . 196.6 208.6 207.0 5.7

101 tron aect saet . .. . 218.2 227.9 226.9 4.0

1013 Stw Ml prochucts 210.4 225.3 225.4 7.1 [
102 Nonferrous metals . . 103.1 200.9 197.3 7.8 -1.8
103 i 203.4 26.8 n6.9 6.6 o
104 172.9 183.6 184.5 6.7 .5
108 174.9 184.9 186.1 6.4 .6
106 157.0 164.0 184.5 4.8 .3
107 Fabricated structural metal products . 192.0 204.2 205.0 6.8 4
108 Wiscallaneous metal products . . 165.5 193.3 194.9 5.1 .8
u Mactinery and equipment 170.4 180.0 180.8 6.1 “
" Ageicultuesl machinery snd squipment . 1621 195.1 196.0 7.6 .5
"2 Construction machinery and squipment . 197.8 213.0 213.2 7.8 -1
"3 Mstalworking machinery and sGuipment . . . . 182.1 195.7 197.9 8.7 1.1
14 Ganerat purpose mechinery and equipment . , 189.9 200.2 201.5 6.1 .6
e Sopecial industry machinery and equipment . . 167.8 200.9 202.1 7.6 .6
nr Electrical machinery and equipment . 146.0 152.7 .153.0 4.8 .2
e Misceltaneous machinery M. 179.2 179.4 6.7 a1
72 Furniture and househoid dursbles . . 145.3 150.5 151.3 .5
121 Hausehoid fumiture 153.0 161.1 162.2 7
122 Commarcist furniture 174.5 184.9 186.7 1.0
123 Floor coverings 131.4 135.5 135.8 .2
124 Household sppliances 139.1 143.2 144.5 .9
125 Home electronic squipment . .. . 91.2 83.4 88.3 -1
126 Other household durable goods . . 177.6 189.2 189.5 .2
13 Nonmetattic mineral products . 186.3 198.9 200.4 7.6 .8
1349 Fut glan . 151.3 159.8 161.6 6.8 1.1
132 Concrete ingredients . 187.5 198.9 199.1 6.2 a
133 . 179.5 190.5 1%.9 6.4 .2
134 Structural day woduﬂllldud" rafraciories. 162.1 174.2 180.2 11.2 3.4
135 Ratraciories 180.4 194.9 196.1 8.7 .6
136 Asohalt roofing . 237.6 243.1 246.2 3.6 1.3
137 Gyprum products 153.5 175.9 187.1 2.9 6.4
138 Glass containers . 197.2 218.3 218.3 10.7 o
139 Gther onimetatic minerals 232.1 247.8 250.4 7.9 1.0
1“4 Transportation'squipment (December 1963 100) 149.2 159.0 159.4 6.8 .3
181 Mator vehictes and squipment . 151.8 161.3 161.8 6.6 .3
144 Railroad equipment .. . ... .. 215.6 211 232.0 1.6 4
15 Misceltaneous products . 154.4 163.1 163.5 5.9 -2
16 Toys, oring good, msf s, s tion 150.4 154.4 154.8 2.9 .3
152 Tobeceo . . 161.9 175.3 175.3 8.3 °
183 - 164.5 172.4 172.4 4.8 o
154 Photographic equipment and wwhl - 137.1 139.9 140.4 2.4 4
159 Other misorllarwous products . 154.5 167.3 167.1 8.2 -1

¥ Prices for mvost items in this grouping are Lagged and refer 10 0ne or twa months earlier than the index month. See component footnotes for specitic tag intervah.

* Prices for gas, excemt LP.G. (D531} are lagoed two monthn.

Ifhe one month 1ag in :h- electric power indexes and average prices was eliminated in June 1977. The June index reflects two months’ change.
* Inchuder only domestic producti

§ Prices for gaotine (05-71}, tight  divitate 0672, mice dinttte (05-73), o rskduatfumls (06-74) st Logoad o morith.

*prices for the industrial chemicals component (06-1) are lagged one eonth.

Data for Decembar 1976 shown in this relsase have been revised to reflect the avallability of late reports and corrections. Ravised dati for
January 1976 through November 1976 becmwe availabla esrifer. Raviesd annual average data for 1976 are nov available on requast from the
Burean of Labor Statistics.
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WHOLESALE PRICE INDEX 1968-1977
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Senator Proxmire. Let me ask you about that. I have in my hand
here the Economic Indicators for June of 1977, and it shows total
private nonagricultural weekly earnings in constant 1967 dollars.
In 1968, gross weekly earnings were $103.39; in 1976, $103.40. They
were essentially the same ; 1 cent difference.

Now, that is over a period of 8 years. They don’t go back to 1966,
they go back to 1968. Are you saying the principal explanation for
that is that there are more part-time workers#

Mr. SHisEIN. Yes,sir. That can be amplified by saying there are
not only more part-time workers—I think that is the principal ex- .
planation—or at least one of the principal explanations, but there
are also a lot of young people. '

Another way to look at it is to look at the industry mix, and as you
know, manufacturing has not grown much over that period, but the
service industries have grown a great deal. The service producing in-
dustries find it convenient to hire part-time people. So there has been
a decline in relative importance of industries with high average earn-
ings (manufacturing) and a rise in relative importance of industries
with lower average earnings and shorter average workweeks.

However, we are working on an alternative-type approach which
we hope will produce estimates which can be associated with differ-
ent kinds of families. '

Senator Proxmire. I don’t want to spend much time on this particu-
lar point because it is aside from our principal concern this morning,
but I want to point out there were some years in which the real earn-
ings went up.

They went up by 1.5 percent. in 1968, 1 percent in 1969, and they
went down 1.6 percent in 1970. They went down 4.3 percent in 1974.
They went down 2.56 percent n 1975, up 1.7 in 1976. '

Tt is hard for me to understand how you can explain that, how you
can explain that in terms of fluctuations in part-time workers. In
fact, you notice that they went down during recession periods, it
seems, down in 1974 and down in 1975,

Tt would seem that would reflect a dropoff, if anything, in part-time
workers in the recession period.

Mr. Sarsgrx. What T was explaining initially was the secular de-
cline over the 10-year period. It is true, I think, that the changing
industry mix which has been accommodated by a changing mix in the
labor force and particularly an increase in part-time workers and
young workers is one reason for a decline in real earnings.

Now, that is the longer term movement. But in the short term, when
there is a recession, the series goes down. And when there is an expan-
sion, the series tends to rise. So you have both of these movements over
the 10-year period.

If you look at the short term, you will occasionally see a rise, but
the question you addressed to me initially was over the longer period.

Senator ProxMire. Let me get into the employment figures. In the
important categories of adult men and heads of household, there has
been a drop in unemployment in the last month, 0.3 in the former and
0.2 in the latter.

The total employment is up for the eighth straight month and on
the other hand, hours of work seem to be stuck at the 36.2 hour level.

The smaller categories of employment—adult women, teenagers,
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blacks——s_ee increases in unemployment. Furthermore, there is a some-
what ominous rise in the amount of discouraged workers to the total
of 1.1 million.

Would you agree, therefore, that the situation this month is mixed,
and indicates, perhaps, a slowdown in the vigor of the recovery ?

Mr. Smiskin. Well, I would certainly agree that it is mixed, but 1
think that I would be more hesitant to say that it has implications for
the future.

The reason is that we often have long periods of improvement which
are then followed by a month or two of slowdown. You will recall last
year when we were all here we had a very long slowdown.

Unfortunately, there was a pause, and we were all concerned about
that with good reason.

Now, whether this month’s movement is significant or not is very
hard to tell. You have a lot of very different movements this month.
I' would be hesitant about drawing any implications for the rest of the
year from the figures here.

Senator Proxmre. Let’s take a broader picture. Let’s take a picture
over thelast year and a half or so. The third and fourth quarters of
last year, the unemployment rate averaged just under 8 percent.

The first 3 months of this year seem to be just under 7.5 percent.

Now, the last 3 months is roughly at the 7 percent level, 7. So we
seem to have reached a new plateau. Do you see it that way and do you
think we can reasonably expect the rate to remain at the 7 percent
level or drop ¢

Mr. Suiskin. No, sir; I don’t think we have reached a plateau. If
the economy continues to expand, as we have every reason to believe
1t will, T expect that to show up in the employment indicators and
the unemployment indicators, so I don’t think that this month’s data
can as yet be taken as a very serious adverse sign for the future.

Senator Proxmire. What T am saying, however, if there is a trend.
The trend is for unemployment to diminish, diminish from 8 to T
to7.

Does that seem to be a reasonable trend to continue?

Mr, Suiskin. If the economy continues to improve, I would say it
would. T would not say it would continue at that rate, The rate of im-
provement may slow down, but if the economy continues to improve,
I think the unemployment rate will also improve.

As you said a little earlier, as you pointed out, and I did, too, we
have some good news here too. I think we have to be very cautious
about the good news as well as the bad news,

We have had one very good month on wholesale prices. Last month
was pretty good, too. Still it is a long way from a new pattern.

Senator Proxmire. You are anticipating my question. My next
question was going to be about the effect of this drop in wholesale
prices on employment. -

Many people feel the principal problem we have with the recovery
is the fear of inflation, both for capital investment and for consumer
activity and if prices moderate, we are going to get continuued growth.

Do you think that is a reasonable, logical conclusion and do you
think that the latest figures would indicate that the upward trend
that we have had over the last 3 or 4 months in wholesale prices is
moderating ?
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Mr. Smisgin. They are very hopeful. Let me point out, however,
that most of the improvement has been in food prices, and food prices
in a sense live a life of their own. It is the industrial prices—

Senator Proxmire. I would agree, there is no question about that.
But the industrial prices have been most encouraging. That was an
increase of only 0.3 percent as I recall in June, and it is a rather steady
diminution in the rate of increase in industrial prices.

Mr. Suiskin. Yes, and that is very encouraging. We have to hope
for the best. It is promising. Again, we are dealing here with rates of
change. We have 2 good months and I am just urging a little caution
and not going overboard with these price figures just as we shouldn’t
go overboard because the unemployment figures rose some.

Senator Proxmire. How do you account for the increase in the num-
ber of discouraged workers at a time when the work force is expanding
in a major way ?

Mr. Smisgin. First of all, the number of discouraged workers is
substantially below what the number was toward the end of 1975,
when we were in the worst part of the recession. So we are well below
that.

However, the number of discouraged workers has increased slightly.
I don’t make much of it at all, Senator. A slight increase, well, I don’t
like it but I don’t think it has much importance. '

Senator Proxyrre. When you put the discouraged workers together
with the fact that the hours of work are not increasing, is rather stable,
staying at the same level, does that indicate that the recovery is run-
ning out of steam ?

Mr. Szusrrn. I would certainly not conclude from that that the
recovery is running out of steam.

I would ask this kind of a question. I think it has equal merit as
the one you asked. Does the fact that employment has increased for
the eighth consecutive month—and we have had quite a big increase
in the past month, over 300,000—imply that we are going to have a
vigorous recovery in the months ahead ?

1 say this is a mixed picture. There are good things about it and bad
things abéut it, and I would be a little cautious in putting too much
emphasis on the figures for 1 month.

In terms of thinking about the future and the rest of this year, 1
think probably it would be more worthwhile to look at inventory
and new investment data. They have more significance for that
purpose.

As you know, like some of the figures T talked about a while ago, the
inventory figures are not the best, they come out Jate, and they are
very erratic. We had an inventory buildup right after the pause, and
that accounted for a lot of the vigorous increase in the economy in the
first two quarters. It looks as though that inventory upward adjust-
ment has spent itself. So we may not get much more from inventories.

To me the new capital investment situation seems to be improving.
T think that right now we should look more to those series than the
1-month figures for employment.

May I take just another minute to make a comment on just how care-
ful you have got to be in attributing so much significance to the
1-month figures.
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Two months ago, I regret to say you were not here, I presented a
new chart which I referred to as, “two-tier unemployment.” In one
category, I had the adult workers and in the other category, I had
the youngsters.

Now I also showed similar data for full-time and part-time work-
ers, and also for job losers, on the one hand, and newcomers and job
leavers, on the other.

When I made up that chart, it was a few days before I got the data
for the last month. Then, it was very clearly a two-tier pattern, and I
think it still is. It was clear that the adults, the job losers, the full-
time workers were getting their jobs back, and as the recovery con-
tinued, it was likely they would continue to get their jobs back. But
little progress was being made on teenagers or newcomers.

A day or two later I got the figures to put in the chart for the
current month and it showed a sharp drop in the unemployment rate
for teenagers, about a point, and it kind of took me back, shook me
up a little bit, but I presented the charts anyway.

I said, “Well, maybe it is wrong.” Last month I looked very care-
fully at the teenager figures and, again, they were down, but this
month they are just right back to where they were 2 months ago.

I think the true unemployment rate for teenagers is what is shown
this month, they are just right back to where they were 2 months ago.

I think the true unemployment rate for teenagers is what is shown
this month and my own guess, and that is all it is, is the figures

~ for the two preceding months were not correct, so I think that two-

tier pattern is a very solid finding.

Again, the point I am making is that you just have to be very care-
ful in taking figures for a given month in a sample survey like this
and attributing a great deal of significance to them.

Senator Proxmire. This month, June, has been a tough month for
us. Last year and the year before, we had a lot of trouble with June.
We were very concerned about the June figure and you kept saying
wait until July or wait until August where we can see whether or
not there is some distortion involved here.

Have you taken care of all that seasonal June problem, do you think ?
Are you fairly confident you can technically correct it and you can
rely on these figures that you have today?

Mr. Smrskin. Let me put it this way. We have a very large surge
in the number of students that enter the market looking for jobs in
June. Now, several years ago, we changed our seasonal method.

Senator Proxuire. And you make a difference of a few days when

. you pick it up. Because when they come out of high school and col-

lege, it throws the whole thing off.

Mr. Saiskin. I think the change we made several years ago improved
this. but it is still not perfect and it never will be. I think it is a pretty
good adjustment. I don’t say this from the top of my head, but we
have made a very intensive study of the nature of this change.

What we did, and I realize that what I’'m going to say is technical,
but T will be glad to make available the backup charts to your staff.
We made an analysis of each of the four sectors, adult males, adult
females, teenage males, and teenage females.

We made up a chart for each of these categories for the last 10
years. It compares the absolute level of change before seasonal ad-
Justment with the employment rates, seasonally adjusted.
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I realize I am getting into technical ground and I don’t expect
many people to understand this, but I want to show we made a very
deep study on this. We have these four charts. If the relationship
is averaged for teenagers, then there would be a horizontal line. I
could make similar comments about the others. .

Let me summarize by saying we made a_very careful technical
survey of the May-June changes and while I don’t say the seasonal
adjustment is perfect, I think it is a good seasonal adjustment.

Senator Proxmire. To get back to what you were talking about be-
fore we got into this, the number of workers per family obviously has
increased ; in some families there is no increase, others it has, but that is
what the participation rate means, the wife has gone to work, the oldest
daughter has gone to work.

So what T have said about the fact that real wages have been fairly
static over the last 10 years is partly explained by what you said in
terms of the impact on the family, there are more people working, at
least in some families, if not all, may be substantially better off.

Mr. SaisgIN. Sure, but they have a lower average wage.

Senator ProxMire, The lower average wage, but, obviously, if the
wife was working when she wasn’t before, they would at least have
more income. That is one of the biggest measures of the great increase
in the participation rate in the work force?

Mr. Suisgin. Yes; Senator, it is.

Qenator Proxaire. A number of economic indicators are starting to
send us troublesome signals. Last week, the leading indicators were
down 0.2 percent. Today, there are reports in the newspapers that the
rTate of growth of retail sales for the large chain stores declined in
June.

Now, you tell us that unemployment has increased. I am troubled by
the sharp decline in the diffusion index, as I indicated, which reports
the number of industries in which employment increased. That figure
has declined from 79.1 percent—in April—to 51.7 percent.

Would you like to comment on the mix of figures?

Mr. Suiskrw. I think what you say is true. I think those figures that
you cited are correct, and as a person who has followed leading indica-
tors for a generation, I think they are very useful. That is troublesome.
I wish the unemployment rate had gone down. It would make it a lot
easier for me, among other things.

‘Another comment in this context is that our expansion is now 27
months old and it has reached an advanced stage. I think there may be
troubles ahead. This may be the beginning of very serious troubles and
we want to be very vigilant and watch the situation all the time. But I
don’t think the expansion is over, by any means.

_ Senator PROXMIRE. Considerable improvement appears to be occur-"
ring in the reduction of long-term unemployment. Can you tell us
whether this is a genuine improvement reflected in more jobs or
whether it results in discouraged workers dropping out of the labor
force as might be indicated by a substantial increase in discouraged
workers in the second quarter?

Mr. Sursgix. I don’t think the increase in discouraged workers was
very substantial. It was a relatively small increase and still is lower
than levels 2 years ago.

Senator Proxmire. In a recovery, should we have any increase in
discouraged workers? Shouldn’t it decline?
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Mr. SHiskiN. It is an unfavorable thing, but I don’t think it is that
significant.

Senator Proxuire. Is it significant enough to have an effect on long-
term unemploymerit? After 26 weeks on unemployment, a guy says,
“To heck with it, I am not going to apply for a job.”

Mr. SurskiN. I think the long-term unemployment figures are truly
down, and they are down substantially. The average duration of unem-
ployment was 14.3 weeks 2 months ago, 14.9 weeks last month, and 14.4
weeks this month. But they are all down substantially from 1 year ago.

hI think that it is a real decliine. Obviously, that 1s one of the good
things.

Se%lsator Proxmire. Over the last year, civilian employment, as meas-
ured by the household survey, increased 3.2 million. Over the same
period, establishment data showed a gain of over 2.7 million jobs and
there was a discrepancy this month as I recall of 270,000 increase in
household survey for employment and about half that in the establish-
ment figures.

Those two surveys are becoming more pronounced in the discrepancy
in recent months. Since April, for example, household employment
has risen by 300,000 or about 77 percent more than the establishment
employment,

How do you explain the difference ¢

Mr. Saisg1n. I cannot explain it. I have observed it and studied it in
the last few days just as you have and we are troubled. This was a more
serious problem a year or two ago and we took numerous measures to
bring the two series closer together and we did bring them closer
together, but, now, they are drifting apart again.

As you know, those two series are conceptually different. One series,
the payroll series, for example, includes multiple jobholders; many
people hold two jobs. It also includes youngsters 14 and 15 years old.
The household survey does not include these categories. There are
many other differences.

We have a reconciliation table which tries to eliminate the differ-
ences in concept but not all of the difference is explained.

Let me only say that the difference between those two figures is
smaller when you make an adjustment for the conceptual differences,
about 200,000 plus now. But I don’t know why they are drifting apart
now.

They may be drifting apart for the same reason that they drifted
apart earlier and which we thought we corrected. But maybe we didn’t
make enough of a correction. We make a correction in the payroll
survey, the survey on nonagricultural employment reported on pay-
rolls, for the fact that we don’t pick up new births effectively.

We have a birth adjustment factor in there, but it may be inadequate.
One of the speculations in BLS is that the construction may be going
up more rapidly than we are reporting it, because of the difficulty in
allowing for more births there.

That was true when we made our adjustment last time. This makes
quite a difference, but that is just a guess at this point.

Senator ProxmIre. Let me get you into something else for a few
minutes.

Today we met at 10 a.m. instead of 11 a.m. That change is due to
your change in the time of your release of the unemployment statistics.
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Now, the press reports indicated you have done this to avoid any
possibility that those who had the figures early might use them to
speculate on the markets. Let me ask you some questions about that,
because I am just as anxious as you are to make certain that the in-
tegrity of the figures is left untouched and there is no question about
the absolute integrity which you have earned.

First, who are the officials, by name, who would receive the figures
early?

Mr. Sursgix. Receive the figures early—well, first of all, the Presi-
dent receives them somewhere between 24 and 36 hours early through
the Chairman of the Council of Economic Advisers. I call Mr. Schultze
up as soon as I have these figures.

Senator ProxMIRE. You have them 24 to 36 hours early and you call
Charlie Schultze?

Mr. SuiskIN. I have them on Wednesday afternoon. I get a trickle
of figures a little earlier, but we are never quite sure the figures are
right early in the week. As the week comes to the end, close to the end,
we check and doublecheck the figures, but, usually, by late Wednesday
or early Thursday, we are pretty sure of the figures and at that point, I
call Mr. Schultze.

Senator Proxmre. And he gives them to the President ?

Mr. Saisgix. I don’t know what he does with them, but he is sup-
posed to give them to the President.

Senator ProxuIre. You say the President has them?

Mr. Sziskin. The OMB order, which I might say is the order which
I believe I wrote when I was in OMB, says those figures should go to
the President through the Chairman of the Council of Economic
Advisers. So I give them to Mr. Schultze.

Senator Proxmre. Now, let me make sure I understand. They go
from you to the Chairman of the Council of Economic Advisers and
then the Chairman of the Council of Economic Advisers, you under-
stand on the basis of the orders which you think are still in effect

Mr. SuiskIn. I know they are still in effect.

Senator ProxMIRE. You know they are in effect, then they go to the
President? Does that mean they go to the President plus anybody on
his staff ¢ '

Mr. Suiskin. Sir, you will have to ask Mr. Schultze. I have been
very cautious not to answer that question over the years.

Senator Proxmire. How about the Secretary of the Treasury ?

Mr. Sziskin. He does not get them at that time. Neither does Arthur
Burns.

Now, let me make another point I don’t want to miss, and I must
say it is to the credit of every Secretary of Labor that I have worked
for, that they did not get the figures at the same time. Secretary Mar-
shall does not get them at that time.

Senator Proxyrre. How about Director Lance?

Mr. Smiskin. He does not get them from me.

Senator Proxmire. Arthur Burns?

Mr. SaisgiN. He does not get them from me. I give them to Mr.
Schultze, period.

Senator ProxMRE. And you are sure there is no change in the direc-
tive under which Mr. Schultze operates under these figures?

Mr. SmiskinN. No change.
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Senator Proxmire. They go to the President.

Mr. Suiskiw. Right.

Senator ProxMIre. Is the President speculating in the market?

Mr. SmrseiN. You will have to ask the President.

Senator ProxMIire. What is the indication of a leak between 9 and
10 a.m. .

Mr. Saisk1n. Now, let’s go to the next stage.

Senator ProxMIre. Was there a problem of a leak here or wasn’t
there ? Was that a misstatement ?

Mr. Suiskin. We have only gone through part of the early release
program. The rest of the early release program occurs hour before
the figures are released to the public. A lot of people get the figures,
for example, you get the figures. I learned—I was amazed by this—
several months ago that the JEC was getting 120 copies of the release
1 hour before the release was made public, and you were getting more
copies than anybody else.

Senator Proxire. So our committee got 120 copies of the release at
10 a.m. Were those made available to the press at 10 a.m. for release
.at1lam.?

Mr. SHiskIN. Yes, sir.

Senator ProxMIre. Not only did I get them, but all the members
of the press got them?

Mr. SurskiN. Exactly. We gave copies

Senator ProxMIRrE. So there are all kinds of prospects for speculat-
ing in the market.

Mr. SuisgiN. We also gave copies to the following officials, Mr.
Marshall, Mr. Lance, Mr. Blumenthal, Mr. Burns, and Mrs. Kreps.
So they all got the figures an hour early.

Now I began to hear that—this was a long time ago—I began to
hear a long time ago that there were leaks, and.that the information
was being used to make money in the market.

My first reaction was that was probably not true. The explanation
was something else again, namely, and here is what I thought the
explanation was, that there are numerous business services who will
estimate these figures for you a day or two in advance.

In fact, I think 1t was the AP, though I must be very careful, it might
have been the UPI, that published the story yesterday in which they
estimated the WPT and the unemployment rate, and the estimates were
pretty good.

Senator Proxmire. Were they accurate ?

Mr. Smiskin. The estimate for the WPI was down 0.4, and the
estimate for unemployment rate was 7.2 or 7.1, and that is pretty good.
There are people who make money by providing this kind of informa-
tion to their customers. -

ﬁ_Sena,f:or Proxyire. They were good that month, but they could be
oft, too. )

Mr. SaskIN. As a matter of fact, Alan Greenspan used to play a
game with me when he was the Chairman of the Council. T used to -
call him to give him the figures for the President, and he would say
to me, “Before you give me the figure, I will give you the figure,” and
he would estimate 1t, and you know, he was pretly good. It was rare
that he was off by much.
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If the figure went down sharply, he knew it went down sharply.
Incidentally, his figure might have been better than our figure. Our
figures are not always exactly right. They are estimates, too. )

Senator ProxMIRE. Supposing you had a spectacular change 1n
the unemployment figures or in the CP, how do you make money 1n
the market? What do you do? Do youbuy IBM?

Whatever you buy, there is no way that this is likely to make that
stock go up or down that much so you can clean up and get out. On a
short-range basis, I don’t see how you can do it, do you?

Mr. SHiskIx, 1 will come to that in a minute, if you will allow me.

What happened over the last 6 months, and it accelerated during the
last few months, was that I was getting complaints from outside the
Government and from inside the Government that the figures were
leaking between 9 and 10 a.m., and that orders were—

Senator ProxMire. Between when?

Mr. Smiskiv. 9 and 10 a.m.

Senator Proxmire. We didn’t get them until 10 a.m,

Mr. Suamskin. The figures came out at 10 a.m., so you got them at
9 a.m. We made the 1-hour rule and that explains why we didn’t have
the hearings until 11 a.m. Now you get them at 8 a.m.

By the way, that has caused more groans than anything BLS has
done in the last 4 years, because a lot of people have to get up an hour
early. But we always get up early to go to BLS, so it doesn’t bother
us.

If you had gotten the figure at 9 a.m., now you get the figure at
8 a.m.

Here was the charge, and T can only repeat the charge—as I say, I
didn’t corroborate it. I don’t know if it is true. The allegation was that
people, someone or more than one person who was getting the figure
at 9 a.m. was leaking it.

Now the person who got it at the other end would immediately place
orders on the market. Let’s say it was a very favorable move. He
would place orders to buy certain sensitive stocks, stocks that move
easily. When the market opened, his orders would be immediately
placed. Sohe would get the stocksat the opening price.

By an hour later. because of the favorable news we had released at
10 a.m., the price of these stocks would rise. So he would have a gain,
if he bought enough stocks that could amount to something, he would
have a gain in the first hour. 4

He might sell the stocks again at 12 noon, and he would realize a
gain, That was the allegation.

Senator Proxyire. You are saying this actually did take place?

er. SuisgiN. T am saying it was alleged to me that it was taking
place.

. Senator Proxmire. By whom ?

Mr. Sriskin. It seems to me——

Senator ProxMrIre. Who alleged it ?

‘Mr. Smrskin. I had officials from the Council of Economic Ad-
visers, officials from the Treasury Department, in both administra-
tions, the Ford administration as well as the Carter administration,
allege this,

Senator Proxmire. Were they top officials?
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Mr. SaiskiN. Yes, sir, not the Secretaries but down below them.

Senator ProxMire. Can you tell us who they were?

Mr. SmiskiN. Well, sir, perhaps it would be better not to have it
included in the record.

Senator Proxmire. Why not ?

Mr. SuiskiN. I guess they would not mind. I called them the other
day because someone else called me for their names and I asked them
if they would mind if I passed their names on and they said, no, they
wouldn’t mind.

The man in the Treasury was Daniel Brill, who is the Assistant Sec-
retary for Economic Affairs, and the man in the CEA was Lyle
G_‘rraenéley. While I was giving Mr. Schultze the figures, he also men-
tioned it. .

I had called and they told me that they had been called also. Tt
might have been one mischievous person calling all of us, I don’t know.
But it seems to me the prudent thing for BLS to do, if we could, was
to change our procedures in such a way as to preclude the possibility.

So we thought the simplest way to do that, after considering nu-
merous alternatives, was to release the figures at 9 a.m. and to give
advance figures to high Government officials at 8 a.m. and that meant
by 9 a.m., everybody, the public, would have the figures.

Senator Proxmire. Was the allegation by Brill, Gramley, Schultze,
that a particular individual was making money and did they identify
the individual ¢ : :

Mr. SuiskiN. I would not say an individual.

Senator ProxMire. Or a group ?

Mr. SHiskIN. Brokers, banks.

Senator Proxmire. You didn’t ask who they were?

Mr. SuiskiN. No, sir. There are some things you are better off not
ﬁowing and I figure that was one of the things I was better off not

owing.

Senator Proxmire. Was there any indication that any public offi-
cial was speculating?

Mr. Smiskin. No, sir.

Senator ProxmIre. Was there any indication that no public official
was speculating ?

Mr. Smiskin. I didn’t have any such indication.

Senator Proxumire. You have no indication one way or the other?

Mr. Saiskin. Pardon me.

Senator Proxmire. You have no indication one way or the other?

Mr. Smiskiw. I didn’t investigate it. It seemed to me the thing to do
was to change the procedures and it turned out to be an easy thing
to do. We hope this works. I got one letter on this since we changed the
rules, a letter from a man, very polite, very pleasant, but he said I
was being unfair to people in Hawaii and ‘Alaska because for them
to be able to compete, they would have to get up at 4 a.m. and order
stocks at 4 a.m.

In answer to that letter, I don’t know quite what to tell him. This
seemed like a good thing for us to do. I didn’t see any reason for
investigating it. T don’t see any big problem in advancing the time
of the release by 1 hour.

In any event, the OMB rule is that you should get out the figures
as early as possible. So we just changed the hour and we now get them
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out 1 hour earlier and that is as much background as I can give you.

Senator Proxare. Was there any indication that there was a news-
paper reporter or a television reporter speculating ?

Mr. SHiskIN. None whatsoever. I don’t even know if it was anybody.

Senator Proxyire. I think you have done exactly the right thing.
But I want to be sure I understand this completely. The procedure
you follow now because you come out an hour earlier, because you re-
lease these figures at 9 a.m., in your judgment there is no basis for any
speculation.

You still have a situation where the President and the Chairman of
the Council of Economic Advisers has this information a day in ad-
vance or so, the stock market was not closed on Thursday, obviously,
but there is no massive release of the kind that you had had before the
market opened, but when the general public would not know, so that
now everybody knows at once except the President and the Chairman
of the Council of Economic Advisers, who know 24 hours in advance,
is that right ?

Mr. Smskin. Yes, sir. The only additional point I would make,
because of the time differences, there are problems with people in Cali-
fornia and the West. They will get the figures at the same moment
in time, but they are on an earlier time schedule than we are.

Senator ProxMIRE. Isn’t it true of past Chairmen of the Council of
Economic Advisers, that they let a number of people in the administra-
tion know of the unemployment figures?

Mr. Suiskrw. I certainly didn’t let anyone else know. I gave them to
Herb Stein, Alan Greenspan, and Charles Schultze, when they served’
as Chairmen of CEA, and that is all T have done. '

Senator ProxmIre. And you say there is a provision that these figures
will only be released by the Chairman of the Council to the President
period, 1s that right ¢

Mr. Stskix. Yes. The OMB circular says the release is to be made
to the President through the Chairman of the Council of Economic
Advisers. There are other figures involved, you know, like retail sales
and GNP and industrial production, and, obviously, you cannot have
a 1ot of officials like me calling the President all the time. So the Chair-
man of the Council is assigned that role. .

Senator Proxmire. It has become common to subtract certain viola-
tile elements such as food and fuel from the CPI to calculate an under-
lying or besic rate of inflation. .

People talk about the fact that we have a 6- or 614-percent basic
rate of inflation. I see two immediate problems with that approach.
First, we all pay the real rate of-inflation, not some underlying rate,
and, second, the technique seems to contain the possibility of some
public policy sleight of hand.

Take food. Falling prices may look good on the CPI, but they
increase the pressure on the Government to raise price support pro-
grams. Consumers are in danger of losing at the tax table what he
appears to have gained in the supermarket. ) .

Do you have any thoughts on the use of the basic rate of inflation
approach ? '

Mr. Smisgin. Well, it is troublesome. I can understand exactly what
is going on, I think. Very often in my presentations, when I look back
at material T have written before I assumed this position, I would

98-520 O - 78 - 8
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cover nonagricultural employment, nonagricultural production, and
SO on.

The reason was and is that food prices and farm employment do
not move in conformity with the business cycle, and it was important
forlus to make a judgment about the underlying trend of the business
cycle.

So what he did, and I go back to the work of Wesley Mitchell and
Arthur Burns, they just put agriculture outside the area that we were
studying. We had separate studies of agriculture.

Now, more recently, there has been another kind of problem;
namely, the energy problem, and energy prices rising for special rea-
sons. So I can.understand why economists, who watch and study the
basic trends or the underlying trends in the economy should put aside
these two sectors. _

However, as you put it, as you quite correctly put it, we all buy
food and energy and when all of these dollars are transferred on the
basis of the CPI, the transfers are made with energy and food prices
in it. But for analytical purposes, I think that approach does have
some advantage.

Senator ProxMIre. Let me go back just a minute, because something
occurred to me. T didn’t quite clean up that leak problem. What would
be wrong with letting the President have this like everybody else?

President Carter walked in the inaugural parade, he abolished
limousines, he wants to be like everybody else. Why not give him
information at the same time the rest of us get it ?

What can the President do in that 24 hours with respect to policy
that would have any effect? Why not release it for everybody at 9 a.m.
on Friday morning?

Mr. Smiskin. Sir, that is not my decision to make. Two Presidents
in a row have ruled on this question. They both ruled to have the
figures in advance, President Ford and President Carter.

I follow their orders. I work for the Secretary of Labor, who in
turn works for the President, and if the President says I should give
him the figures early, I do.

Senator Proxmire. I have complete faith in the integrity of Alan
Greenspan and President Ford and Charlie Schultze and President
Carter, but T think it puts them in a difficult position, and they have
to make judgments as to whether or not their staff people should have
it or not. -

If they don’t give it to them, what good is it ¢

Mr. Smisgin. This particular question was put to both of these
Presidents, and I am following their orders.

Senator Proxmire. Maybe we ought to write President Carter and
suggest he get them like everybody else.

There is a growing debate in the Congress over the impact of manu-
factured imports on domestic employment. Yet, since 1969, the Bureau
of Labor Statistics has not measured the impact of imported goods
either on overall employment levels or on employment within specific
industrial sectors.

. As you know, there is a lot of concern in the country about the
effects of shoe imports and radio and TV imports. Why has the BLS
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been so reluctant to deal with the relations between imports and
employment ?

Mr. SHiskIx. As you pointed out, the BLS has not published any
data on the impact of imports on employment and unemployment since
1969. The BLS staff has a strong view, which I have discussed with
them, that the estimation of the employment impact of imports is very
different from the usual kind of thing we do.

It involves a much greater margin of error than the preparation of
our other estimates. Their position is if we provide data that are as
uncertain as the ones on the employment impact of imports, this would
reflect unfavorably on the more reliable data we have elsewhere.

This became an urgent issue in the Department of Labor about
2 or 215 years ago. At that time we had a meeting at the very top
level of high Department of Labor officials.

I was present, and the decision was made to transfer that work or
to assign that work, I should say, to the International Labor Affairs
Bureau in the Department of Labor.

Now, one of your staff phoned us yesterday, I believe, about this
question, and I checked this morning with the new Assistant Secre-
tary for International Labor Affairs at Labor, Mr. Howard Samuel.

He says they are working on it. They are preparing estimates, and
these data will be available publicly in a few months.

Senator Proxyire. 1 have a followup question on that, but I want
to ask it for the record. So we will expect an answer in writing.

The problem of unemployment has not been limited to the United
States. Almost all of the major industrial countries are suffering from

_high levels of unemployment among young workers.

Are some of the other industrial countries doing a bit better than
we are, and is there anything we could learn from the foreign exper-
ience that might ease our problem of youth employment?

Mzr. Surskiv. I don’t know much about that question. I just happened
to read an article about it last night in one of the magazines. They are
beginning to have serious troubles of high unemployment rates of
youngsters in other industrial countries, but T just don’t know enough
to comment significantly on it. ~

Perhaps Mr. Stein may.

Mr. Sterx. Our work in that area has been concentrated on trying
to develop figures that are comparable across countries, and that in
itself is a pretty difficult undertaking.

Mr. Sziskrn. We have overall unemployment rates for the different
countries, though not for teenage unemployment. The most current
figures show that things are changing. For example, last month, when
our rate was about 7 percent, the Canadian rate was 7.9 and had been
8.3; Great Britain, 6.8; the rate of unemployment seems to be rising
above ours in some other countries.

Senator Proxmire. That is unusual. We used to have the highest
unemployment rate of any of the industrial countries.

Mr. Suiskrn. That is right, except for Germany, West Germany, we
still have the lowest inflation rate of all those countries. You may wish
to have this for the record, a set of these tables.

Senator ProxmIre. We would like that for the record.

[The tables referred to follow :]



1848

UNEMPLOYMENT RATES IN 8 COUNTRIES, ADJUSTED TO US. CONCEPTS, SEASONALLY ADJUSTED, 1970-77

. United United
Period States  Canada Japan France Germany Italyt  Sweden Kingdom 2
4.9 5.7 1.2 2.8 0.8 35 1.5 3.1

5.9 6.2 1.3 3.0 .8 3.5 2.6 3.9

5.6 6.2 1.4 33,0 .8 4.0 2.7 4.2

49 5.6 1.3 32.9 .8 38 2.5 3.2

5.6 5.4 1.4 33.1 1.7 3.2 2.0 332

8.5 6.9 1.9 34.3 137 3.7 1.6 34.7

1.7 7.1 2.0 346 33,6 4.0 1.6 36,4

7.6 6.9 2.0 4.5 3.7 3.7 1.6 6.2

7.4 7.1 2.1 4.6 3.6 4.0 1.6 6.5

1.8 7.3 2.1 4.7 35 4.2 1.6 6.6

7.9 7.4 19 4.6 3.4 4.1 16 6.6

1.4 7.8 1.9 4.8 3.4 . 1.7 6.8

.3 8.1 2.0 4.9 3.4 1.7 6.9

7.0 8.3 1.9 5.1 3.4 1.6 6.6

6.9 9 ... 5.0 3.6 2 6.8

1 Quarterly rates are for the Ist month of the quarter.
3 Great Britain only.
3 Prefiminary.

Note: Quarterly and monthly figures for France, Germany, Italy, and Great Britain are calculated by applying annuat
adjustment factors to current published data, and therefore should be viewed as only approximate indicators of unemploy-
ment under U.S. concepts. Published data for Canada, Japan, and Sweden require little or no adjustment.

Source: Bureau of Labor Statistics, U.S. Department of Labor, July 1977.

CONSUMER PRICES IN 8 COUNTRIES, PERCENT CHANGE FROM SAME PERIOD OF PREVIOUS YEAR, 1970-77

. United _United
Period States  Canada Japan France Germany Italy Sweden Kingdom
1976 . ___._ 5.9 3.3 .17 5.2 3.4 4.9 7.0 6.4
1971___ 4.3 2.9 6.3 5.5 5.3 4.8 7.4 9.4
1972 _. 3.3 4.8 4.9 6.2 5.5 5.7 6.0 7.1
1973 6.2 1.5 1.7 7.3 6.9 10.8 6.8 9.2
1974 __ 11.0 10.9 23.2 13.7 1.0 19.1 9.9 16.0
1975 9.1 10.8 1.7 11.8 6.0 17.0 9.8 | 2.2

11.0 1.7 15.2 13.9 5.9 22.5 8.6 20.3
9.7 10.5 13.3 12.2 6.2 19.7 10.1 24.3
8.7 10.9 10.3 10.9 6.1 15.1 11.5 26.6

I 7.3 10.2 8.7 9.0 5.5 1L5 8.9 25.3
1976 ... 5.8 7.5 9.4 - 96 4.5 16.8 10.3 16.5

| 6.4 9.3 8.9 9.6 5.4 12.2 10.9 22.5

8.1 8.5 9.4 9.4 4.9 16.1 1.2 16.0

5.5 6.5 9.7 9.6 4.2 17.1 9.5 13.7

5.0 5.9 9.5 10.0 3.8 21.1 9.6 14.9

6.8 9.6 8.7 9.6 5.3 11.0 10.9 23.4

6.3 9.1 9.3 9.5 5.5 11.8 10.7 22.9

6.1 9.0 8.7 9.6 5.4 13.9 1.1 21.2

6.1 89 9.4 9.6 5.2 15.4 1.7 18.9

6.2 89 -~ 92 9.5 5.0 16,7 10.9 15.4

5.9 1.8 9.6 9.2 4.5 16.3 1.1 13.8

5.4 6.8 9.9 9.4 4.1 16.5 9.9 12.9

5.6 6.2 9.4 9.5 4.6 17.0 9.4 13.8

5.5 6.5 9.8 9.7 4.0 18.0 9.3 14.3

5.3 6.2 8.7 9.9 38 20.1 9.7 14,7

5.0 5.6 9.2 10.1 37 21.3 9.4 15.0

o7 4.8 5.8 10.5 9.9 3.9 22.0 9.6 15.1

1977

1 5.8 6.8 9.4 9.0 4.0 21,7 9.4 16.5
5.2 6.1 9.4 9.0 4.1 22.3 9.0 16.6

6.0 6.7 9.3 9.0 4.0 21.9 9.5 16.2

6.4 7.4 9.5 9.1 39 21.0 8.5 16.7

6.8 7.6 - 19,5 3.8 194 _________ 17.5

6.7 16 e 13,8 . 117.1

1 Preliminary estimate.
Source: U.S. Department of Labor, Bureau of Labor Statistics, July 1977.
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Mr. SuisgIx. It shows our unemployment rate is still very high.
"But it is no longer the highest.

Senator PROXMIRE. I\fr Shiskin, I want to thank you, very much
for, as usual, a very responsive and interesting briefing that you have
giﬁen us on the unemployment figures and the price figures. A fine
job.

The committee stands adjourned.

[Whereupon, at 11:10 a.m., the committee adjourned, subject to the
call of the Chair.]
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FRIDAY, AUGUST 5, 1877

CoNGRESS OF THE UNITED STATES,
Joint Economic COMMITTEE,
Washington, D.C.

The committee met, pursuant to notice, in room 6226, Dirksen Sen-
ate Office Building, Hon. William Proxmire (member of the commit-
tee) presiding.

Present : Senators Proxmire and Javits.

Also present: Timothy M. Barnicle, G. Thomas Cator, Thomas F.
Dernburg, Kent H. Hughes, Katie MacArthur, and Deborah Norelli,
professional staff members; Mark Borchelt, administrative assistant;
and Charles H. Bradford, M. Catherine Miller, and Mark R. Policin-
ski, minority professional staff members.

OPENING STATEMENT OF SENATOR PROXMIRE

Senator Proxmire. The committee will come to order.

Mr. Shiskin and colleagues, we are delighted to have you this
morning. We have, unfortunately, or fortunately, depending on your
viewpoint, a really mixed picture. The big statistic, of course, is the
good news that unemployment is down from 7.1 percent to 6.9 percent.
It is back to where it had been in May, and that is encouraging. It is
certainly in the right direction.

At the same time, the household data certainly gives off very mixed
signals. It indicates a series of things that seem to be contradictory.
There seem to be fewer jobs, a drop of 181,000 in the number of jobs
in July compared to June, according to the household data. In the
second place, we have a substantial drop in the labor force, a drop of
335,000.

We also have a drop in hours worked for the third consecutive
month according to the statistics we have before us this morning. All
of that is pessimistic.

On the other hand, the payroll data, is all favorable. There we
have an increase in employment that is rather substantial. The total
number of jobs went from 82,085,000 to 82,351,000, an increase of
over 250,000 jobs.

We certainly would like to get an explanation as we go on of that
sharp difference. '

I might just make one other point, Mr. Shiskin, before we hear your
statement. You are going to be followed by one of the most distin-
guished economists in the country, Mr. Richard Ruggles, who is very
concerned about the wholseale price index as a factor in economic
policy.

(1851)
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He has a most provocative statement, and I hope you will forgive
me if I pick up some of his statements and challenge you, and your
colleagues, to give us some answers on whether or not the statistics
we are getting distort economic policy, and may have persuaded the
President and the Congress to follow policies which have increased
unemployment, because the statistics were not understood and because
the inflation that was reported was not as extensive as the statistics
would seem to indicate.

Mr. SHisgIN. Fine.

Senator Proxmire. Having said that, it is obvious that we will
have a provocative and interesting morning, so go right ahead.

STATEMENT OF HON. JULIUS SHISKIN, COMMISSIONER, BUREAU
OF LABOR STATISTICS, DEPARTMENT OF LABOR, ACCOMPANIED
BY W. JOHN LAYNG, ASSISTANT COMMISSIONER, OFFICE OF
PRICES AND LIVING CONDITIONS, AND ROBERT L. STEIN, ASSIST-
ANT COMMISSIONER, OFFICE OF CURRENT EMPLOYMENT
ANALYSIS

Mr. Surskin. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I have Mr. Stein and
Mr. Layng with me. After we finish discussion of the employment
situation, Mr. Layng and I will try our best to make some constructive
comments on Mr. Ruggles’ paper.

I might say in opening that, by and large, we are very sympathetic
with it, and I will follow that up a little later.

4 Idhavc a short statement, as usual, and with your permission, I will
read it.

I wish to offer the Joint Economic Committee a few brief comments
to supplement our press release, “The Employment Situation,” issued
this morning at 9 a.m.

In July, the labor force declined by 836,000; the unemployment
level declined by 218,000, and total employment declined by 118,000.
The unemployment rate declined slightly to the May figure of 6.9
percent. ‘

It is to be noted that the late survey week in June—June 12-18—
explains in large part the big shift in direction of the recent labor
force changes—+483,000 in June and — 336,000 in July. It also ap-
pears to explain the June rises in the seasonally adjusted teenage and
total unemployment rates, since the unadjusted unemployment figures
for June are higher than average when the survey week comes later—
seasonal factors adjust only for the average rise.

For the last few months, the labor markets have shown some slow-
down in the rate of growth. Aggregate nonfarm hours, the most com-
prehensive measure of labor activity, has shown only a small rise over
the April-July period. Nonfarm payroll employment has risen, but
at a somewhat slower pace than in the previous 3 months. Further-
more, these recent rises in nonfarm employment were about offset by
declines in the average workweek. While the employment-population
ratio in July continued close to alltime peak levels, it remained at
about the same as in each of the previous 3 months.
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This comparatively lackluster performance of the labor market is
consistent with that shown by certain other major indicators: the
recent small declines in the leading indicator index and the declines
in real retail sales. In this context, it is to be noted, however, that
certain key indicators that were sluggish during the early months
of this expansion have been stronger 1n recent months. This is par-
ticularly the case for fixed capital investment, as new contracts and
orders for plant and equipment have been rising vigorously, order
backlogs are huilding up, and employment in the machinery indus-
tries has been expanding steadily.

Like the overall unemployment rate, the rates for adult men and
adult women have been fluctuating on a fairly horizontal plane for the
last few months. This has been true for the teenage rate as well,
though the July rate was at its lowest point in nearly 3 years. The
rate for full-time workers has now been identical for 4 months. The
rate for job losers rose in July, but is not that much different from
that of the last 3 months. The rate for whites has been fairly stable
in recent months, but the rate for blacks appears to be creeping up.

Manufacturing employment, both in durables and nondurables, has
risen over the past few months at about the same pace as has employ-
ment in the service-producing industries. '

Although 72 percent of the industries showed rising employment
between June and July, a small percentage—66—improved between
April and July. However, the average workweek in these industries
has declined slightly.

In summary, the labor market data indicate that the sustained and
substantial improvement during the first part of this year is being
followed by a slower rate of growth. Taken together with the sharp
rise in inventories in the second quarter, they suggest that we are
experiencing some inventory adjustment again.

Since our wholesale price index will not be released until next week
because of the work associated with building up our sample in July,
I shall not try to provide a description of recent price changes last
month. Let me only say that T believe there were several reasons why
the sharp drop in the wholesale price index for farm products and
processed foods in June did not show up in the Consumer Price Index
released 2 weeks ago. One reason is that food prices at the processors’
level rose sharply from January through May before declining in
June; and these increases were still being passed on at the retail level.
Another reason for the lag is that the food data for the CPI are
collected at the beginning of the reference month.

In the revised CPI to be released at the beginning of next year, the
collection of food prices will be spread over the whole month. In June,
rates of consumer price increases for commodities less foods declined
again to the lowest rate in almost 4 years, while the rise in charges for
services remained at about the same level as in preceding months this
year.

‘We are now ready to try to answer your questions.

[The table attached to Mr. Shiskin’s statement, together with the
press release referred to follow :]
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JAnUATY e 8.3 7.3 7.3 7.5 7.3 7.4 1.5 7.4 7.4 7.4 7.6
February. ... 8.5 7.5 7.5 1.7 1.5 7.5 7.6 7.4 7.4 7.5 1.6
7.9 7.3 7.3 7.4 7.3 7.3 1.5 7.3 7.3 7.3. 7.3
6.9 7.0 7.0 7.0 7.0 7.0 7.1 7.0 7.0 ° 1.0 6.9
6.4 6.9 7.0 6.8 6.9 7.0 7.1 7.0 71 7.1 7.0
1.5 7.1 7.0 7.1 7.1 7.1 7.0 7.0 7.0 6.9 7.0
7.0 6.9 6.9 6.9 6.9 6.9 6.8 6.8 6.9 6.9 6.8
October_ . 211 T T T T T T I S
D 'y T T

An explanation of cols, 1-13 follows:

51; Unemployment rate not seasonally adjusted.

2) Official rate. This is the published seasonally adjusted rate. Each of 4 unemployed age-sex com-
p ts—males and females, 16-19 and 20 yr of age and over=—is independently adjusted. The teen-
age unemployment components are adjusted using the additive procedure of the X-11 method, while
adults are adjusted using the X-11 multiplicative option. The rate is calculated by aggregting the 4
and dmdmg them by 12 summed labor force components—these 4 plus 8 emq_loyment components
which are the 4 age-sex groups in agriculture and nonagricultural industries. This employment tota
is'also used in the calculation of the labor force base in cols. (3)—(92. The current implicit factors for
the total unemployment rate are as follows: January—113.8; February—113.7; March—108.1;
April—98.7; Maoy—92.2; June—105.2; July—100.2; August—96.1 ; September—94.6; October—90.1;
November—93.0; December—93.8.

(3) Multiplicative rate. The 4 basic unemployed age-sex groups—males and females, 16-19 and 20
yr and over—are adjusted by the X-11 multiplicative procedure. This procedure was used to adjust
unemployment data in 1975 and previous years.

(4) Additive rate. The 4 basic unemployed age-sex groups—males and females, 16-19 and 20 yr
and over—are adjusted by the X-11 additive procedure. .

55) Year-ahead factors. The official seasonal adjustment procedure for each of the components is
followed through computation of the factors for the last years of data. A projected factor—the factor
for the last year plus 1% of the difference from the previous year—is then computed for each of the
components, and the rate s calculated. The rates are as first calculated and are not subject to revision.

(6) Concurrent adjustment through current month. Theé official procedure is followed with data

reseasonally adjusted incorporating the experience through the current month, i.e., the rate for March
1976 is based on adjustment of data for the period, January 1967-March 1976, The rates are as fiirst
calculated and are not subject to revision. L
(7) Stable seasonals (January 1967-December 1973). The stable seasonal option in the X~11 pro-
gram uses an unweighted average of all available seasonal-irregular ratios to compute final seasonal
factors. In it a | patterns are rqlatwal[y constant from year-to-year, A
tl:gt]%fi 705f mp_utddata as of December 1973 was selected to avoid the impact of cyclical changes in the
period.
(8) Duration. Unemployment total is aggregated from 3 indep
duration-groups (0-4, 5-14, 154). . i
9) Reasons. Unemployment total is aggregated from 4 independently seasonally adjusted unem-
ployment levels by reasons for unemployment—job losers, job leavers, new entrants, and re-entrants.
10) Unemployment and {abor force levels adjusted directly. X
11) Labor force and employment levels adjusted directly, unemployment as a residual and rate
then calculated. )
élZ) Unemployment rate adjusted directly.
13) Average of cols. 2-12.

Note: The X-11 method, develored by Julius Shiskin at the Buresu of the Census over the period
1955-65, was used in puting all the Ily adjusted series described above.

Source: U.S. Department of Labor, Bureau of Labor Statistics, Augdst 5, 1977,

dently adjusted ployment by

gesI
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THE EMPLOYMENT SITUATION: JULY 1977

Total employment was about unchanged in July and uvnemployment dropped back to May
levels, it was reported today by the Bureau of Labor Statistics of the U. S. Department
of Labor. The Nation's unemployment rate was 6.9 percent, sompared with 7.1 percent in
June.

Total employment—-as measured by the monthly survey of households—-was 90.6 million
in July, little changed from June after advancing for 8 consecutive months. Employment
has grown by 2.8 million over the past 12 months--a 2.9 million increase in nonagricul-
tural industries and a 140,000 decline in agriculture.

Nonagricultural payroll employment--as measured by the monthly survey of establish-
ments--did show further growth in July, rising by 255,000 to 82.4 million. Over the past
year, nonfarm payroll jobs have increased by 2.9 million, and thus, at least for this
period, the two employment series have exhibited equivalent growth. Prior to July, the
household employment series had been showing the larger gains.

Unemp loyment

The number of unemployed persons declined by 220,000 in July to 6.7 million, sea-
sonally adjusted. The overall unemployment rate edged down from June, returning to the
M-z'ay rate of 6.9 percent. The jobless rate has been close to the 7-percent mark since
April, after declining from late 1976.

All of the over-the-month decrease took place among teenagers and adult women.

At 17.4 percent, the jobless rate for teenagers was at its lowest point since October
1974; this decline was confined to white youth, as the rate for black teenagers (40.7
percent) remained extremely high. The rate for adult women was 6.9 percent, compared
with 7.2 percent in June and 6.6 percent in May. The jobless rate for adult men was

about unchanged at 5.1 percent. (See table A-2.)
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The average (mean) duration of joblessness declined from 14.4 weeks in June to

14.1 weeks in July.

average duration of unemployment since early 1976.

Total Employment and the Labor Force

(See table A-4.) There has been a general downward trend in

Total employment was little changed in July at 90.6 million, seasonally adjusted,

after rising for 8 consecutive months.

Reflecting the 2.8 million growth in employment

over the past year, the employment-population ratio--the proportion of the total nonin-

stitutional population that is employed--has increased substantially. Although marginally

below the June level, the July ratio of 57.1 percent remained close to the alltime high

of 57.4 percent last recorded in March 1974.

2
Table A. Major indicators of labor market activi y. Ily adj d
- Quarterly averages Monthly dsta
Selacted categories 1976 1977 1977
i1 [ 111 l v 1 11 May I June ' July
HOUSEHOLD DATA Thousands of perions

Civilian labor force .. 94,544 | 95,261 | 95,711 (96,067 (97,186 | 97,158 97,641 | 97,305
Total employment . 87,501 | 87,804 | 88,133 188,998 (90,370 | 90,408.| 90,679 {90,561
Unemployment 7,043 | 7,457 | 7,578 | 7,068 | 6,816 6,750 6,962 | 6,744

Not in labor force . 59,032 | 58,963 | 59,132 {59,379 [58,908 | 58,943 | 58,686 | 59,242
Discouraged workers .. ..... 903 827 992 929 | 1,061 N.A, N.A, N.A.

Percant of lsbor force

Unemployment rates:
All workers 7.4 7.8 7.9 7.4 7.0 6.9 7.1 6.9
Aduit men 5.7 6.0 6.2 5.6 5.1 5.3 5.0 5.1
Adult women 7.1 7.7 7.6 7.1 6.9 6.6 7.2 6.9
Teenagers ............... 18.8 18.8 19.1 18.6 18.1 17.9 18.6 17.4
White ................... 6.8 7.1 7.2 6.7 6.3 6.2 6.3 6.1
Black and other .. 12.9 13.1 13.4 12.8 12.8 12.9 13.2 13.2
Full-time workers 7.0 7.4 7.5 6.8 6.5 6.5 6.5 6.5

Thousands of jobs

ESTABLISHMENT DATA

Nontarm payroli employment ... } 79,333 | 79,683 | 80,090 {80,927 {81,90lp| 81,921 82,0950 82,351p
Goods-producing industries. .. | 23,380 | 23,372 | 23,440 [23,765 24,291p| 24,306 | 24,351p| 24,424p
Service-producing industries .. | 55,953 | 56,311 | 56,650 | 57,162 57,609p| 57,615| 57,7 44p( 57,927p

Hours of work

Average weekly hours:
Total private nonfarm ... ... 36.2 36.1 36.2 36.1 36.2p 36.3 36.2p1 36.1p
Manufacturing ............ 40.0 39.9 40.0 40.1 40.4p 40.4 40. 40.3p
Manufacturing overtime ..... 3.0 3.0 3.1 3.1 3.4p 3.4 3.4 3.3p

pepreliminary.

N.A_=not svellsble,
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The civilian labor force declined by 340,000 from June to July, seasonally adjusted.
Nearly all of this reduction occurred among teenagers, who had registered an unusually
large increase in the previous month. It is likely that the reduction in the labor force
in July was due to the lateness of the reference week for June (the 12th through the 18th).
Thus, some youth who otherwise would have been recorded as July entrants were counted in
June. The total civilian labor force has shown strong gains throughout most of 1977 and
over the past 12 months has grown by 2.1 million.

The civilian labor force participation rate returned to the May level of 62.2 per-
cent but was still above the rate that prevailed a year ago. (See table A-1.)

Industry Payroll Employment

Total nonaé%icultural payroll employment registered its ninth consecutive monthly
advance in July, rising 255,000 to 82.4 million, seasonally adjusted. This increase
approximated the average monthly gain since last July, as the number of payroll jobs
has grown 2.9 million during this 12-month period. Over-the-month employment gains
took place in 72 percent of the industries comprising the BLS diffusion index of
nonagricultural payroll employment. (See tables B-1 and B-6.)

Nearly three-fourths of the total payroll job increase occurred in the service-
producing sector, in which all industries experienced gains. Pacing this advance were
trade and services, each of which added about 60,000 jobs.

Manufacturing employment rose by 70,000 in July to 19.7 million. This increase was
about evenly divided between the durable and nondurable goods sectors, with wachinery
and textiles posting the largest advances. Since October, growth in manufacturing has
been strong, totaling 750,000.

Elsewhere in the goods-producing industries, employment in contract construction
rose 35,000 in July, about half of which resulted from strike settlements. After
remaining at about 3.6 million throughout‘l976, construction jobs have increased by
310,000 thus far in 1977. An over-the-month decline of 35,000 in mining employment was

due to strike activity.
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Hours

The average workweek for production or nonsupervisory workers on private nonagricul-
tural payrolls edged down a tenth of an hour for the second consecutive month, to 36.1.
hours in July, seasonally adjusted. Average hours had been above this level since
November, except in January when the workweek was affected by unusual weather conditions.
The manufacturing workweek decreased 0.2 hour to 40.3. Manufacturing overtime edged
down 0.1 hour, after holding at 3.4 hours for 3 months. (See table B-2.)

Despite the decline in the average workweek, the index of aggregate weekly hours of
production or nonsupervisory workers on nonagricultural payrolls moved up slightly,
reflecting increases in the service-producing sector. The index advanced 0.1 percent
over the month to 115.8 (1967=100), 3.6 percent above last year's level. The manufac-
turing index declined 0.3 percent to its May level of 98.5, still 4.6 percent higher
than last July. (See table B-5.)

Hourly and Wéekly Earnings

Seasonally-adjusted average hourly and weekly earnings of production or nonsupervi-
sory workers on priva:é nonagricultural payrolls rose slightly in July. Both hourly and
weekly earnings were 7.6 percent above their levels 12 months earlier.

On an unadjusted basils, average hourly earnings were $5.23 in July, up 2 cents from
June and 37 cents from a year earlier. Average weekly earnings were $190.90, an increase
of $1.26 over the month and $13.02 from the July 1976 level. (See table B-3.)

The Hourly Earnings Index

The Hourly Earnings Index—-earnings adjusted for overtime in manufacturing, season-
ality, and the effects of changes in the proportion of workers in high-:wage and low-wage
industries~-was 198.5 (1967=100) in July, 0.5 percent higher than in June. The index was
6.9 percent above July a year ago. During the 12-month period ended in June, the Hourly

Earnings Index in dollars of constant purchasing power rose 0.2 percent, (See table B-4.)
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Explanatory Note

This release presents and analyzes statistics from two
major surveys. Data on labor force, total employment, and
unemployment (A tables) are derived from the Current
Population Survey, asample survey of households conducted
by the Bureau of the Census for the Bureau of Labor

indudes all persons who satisfactorily meet the above
criteria, regardless of their eligibility for unemployment
insurance benefits or any kind of public assistance. The

loyment rate the foyed as a pro-
portion of the civilian labor ‘force (the employed and un-
loved bined).

Statistics. The sample consists of about 47,000 | hold:
selected to represent the U.S. civilian noninstitutional
population 16 years of age and over.

Statistics on nonagricultural payroll employment, hours,
and earnings (B tables) are collected by the Bureau of Labor
Statistics, in cooperation with State agencies, from payroll
records of a sample of approximately 165,000 estab-
lishments. Unless otherwise indicated, data for both series
relate to the week containing the 12th day of the specified
month.

Comparability of household and payroll employ ment
statistics

Employment data from the household and payroil sur-
veys differ in several basic respects. The household survey
provides information on the labor force activity of the
entire population 16 years of age and over, without dupli-
cation, since each person is classified as employed, unem-
ployed, or not in the labor force.

The payroll survey relates only to paid wage and salary
employees (regardless of age) on the payrolls of nonagri-
cultural establishments. The household survey counts em-
ployed persons in both agriculture and in nonagricultural
industries and, in addition to wage and salary workers {in-
cluding private household workers), includes the self-
employed, unpaid family workers, and persons “with a
job but not at work” and not paid for the period absent.
Persons who worked at more than one job during the sur-
vey week or otherwise appear on more than one payroll are
counted more than once in the establishment survey. Such
persons are counted only once in the household survey and
are classified in the job at which they worked the greatest
number of hours.

Unemployment

To be dassified in the household survey as unemployed
an individual must: {1} have been without a job during the
survey week, (2) have made specific efforts to find em-
ployment sometime during the prior 4 weeks, and (3} be
presently available for work. In addition, persons on lay-
off and the.e waiting to begin a new job (within 30 days)
are also classified as toyed. The loyed total

To meet the extensive needs of data users, the Bureau
regularly publishes data on a wide variety of labor market
indicators—see, for example, the demographic, occupa-
tional, and industry detail in tables A-2 and A-3. A special
grouping of seven unemployment measures is set forth in
table A-7. Identified by the symbols U-1 through U-7,
these measures represent a range of possible definitions of
unemployment and of the labor force, extending from the
most restrictive (U-1) to the most comprehensive (U-7). The
official rate of unemployment appears as U-5.

Seasonal adjustment

Nearly all economic phenomena are affected to some
degree by seasonal variations. These are recurring, pre-
dictable events which are repeated more or less regularly
each year—changes in weather, school vacations, major
holidays, industry prod i hedules, etc. The lative
effects of these events are often large. For example, on aver-
age over the year, they explain about 90 percent of the
month-to-month variance in the unemployment figures.
Since seasonal variations tend to be large refative to the
underlying cyclical trends, it is necessary to use seasonally-
adjusted data to interpret short-term economic develop-
ments. At the beginning of each vear, current seasonal
adjustment factors for unemployment and other labor force
series are calculated taking into account the prior year's
experience, and revised data are introduced in the release
containing January data.

All seasonally-adjusted civilian labor force and unem-
ployment rate statistics, as well as the major employment
and unemployment estimates, are computed by aggregating
independently adjusted series. The official unemployment
rate for all civitian workers is derived by dividing the esti-
mate for total unemployment (the sum of four seasonally-
adjusted age-sex components) by the civilian labor force
{the sum of 12 fly-adjusted age-sex pOr ).
Several alternative hods for lly adjusting the
overall unemployment rate are also used on a regular basis
in order to illustrate the degree of uncertainty that arises
b of the ] procedure. Among these
alternative methods are five different age-sex adjustments,
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[

j and one based on stable

sample of the population is surveyed. Tables A-E in the

g a
factors and four based on other Y aggregati
Alternative rates for 1976 are shown in the table at the end
of this note. {Current alternative rates and an explanation of
the methods may be obtained from BLS upon request.)
For lish data, the {ly-adj d series

“E y Notes” of Employment and Eamnings provide
standard errors for unemployment and other labor force
categories.

Although the relatively large size of the monthly estab-

for all employees, production workers, average weekly
hours, and average hourly earnings are adjusted by aggre-
gating the seasonally-adjusted data from the respective
component series. These data are revised annually, usually
in conjunction with the annual benchmark adjustments
(comprehensive counts of employment).

survey assures a high degree of accuracy, the esti-
mates derived from it also may differ from the figurcs.
obtained if a complete census using the same schedules
and procedures were possible. Moreover, since the est-
mating procedures employ the previous month’s level as
the base in computing the current month’s level of em-
ployment (link-relative technigue), and resp

errors may accumulate over several months. To remove

Sampling variabitity this accumulated error, the employment estimates are ad-

Both the household and lish survey justed to new benchmarks, usually annually. In addition
are subject to sampling error, which should be taken into  to taking account of sampling and response errors, the
account in evaluating the levels of a series as well as ch. hmark ision adjusts the estimates for changes in

over time. Because the household survey is based upon a
probability sampte, the results may differ from the figures
that would be dif it were ible to take a pl

the industrial classification of individual establishments.
Employment estimates are currently projected from March

census using the same questionnaire and procedures. The
standard error is the measure of sampling variability, that is,

1974 bench & levels. Measures of reliability for employ-
ment are pl d in the “’Exp y Notes” of
Emplaymenr and Eamings, as are the actual amounts of

the variations that might occur by chance b onlya revisi due to hmark adjustments (tables G-L).
Unemployment rate by al : . hod:
. Other aggregations.
Official Altarnative age-sex procedures (s multiplicative) Dirsct
Uned | pa- ot [Compo-| Re®
ustad | ; | ] - X
Mornth L | 1o m:p‘ :ﬂ_ Year | Con- |Suble | Durs- | Res- | | Resic-| mem | site 2"’1";‘]
Rate (| “ive |ahesd |current[1967:73 tion | sons !
m | @ | 3| @ | & | e m @ | @ [ no | an | oz 03 | 08
1976
s | 78 | 78 | 80 | 78 | 78 | 81 | 8O [ 78 | 78 | 82 | 78 | 79 |04
87 | 76 | 78 | 78| 76 | 76 | 77| 15 | 15 | 76 | 77| 76} 16| 3
g1 | 76 | 78 | 78 | 76 | 78 | 72 | 73 [ 74 | 75 | 76 | 75 | 15 | 4
74 { 75 | 75§ 76 | 74 | 724 | 76| 74 | 75 } 756 | 74 | 25 | 75} 2
67 | 73| 74 | 72 {72 {72 {15 | 72 | 74 | 75 | 72 | 75 | 73 | 3
8o | 76 | 756 | 75 | 75 | 76 | 75 | 75 | 75 [ 73 | 74} 73| 15| 3
78 | 78 { 78 | 77 |78 | 78 | 77 [ 28 | 28 | 77 j 77 | 77 | 77} 2
76| 79 | 79| 78 | 79 | 79 | 77 [ 80 | 80 | 70 ] 78 | BO | 79 | 3
74 | 78 | 78| 77 | 78| 78 | 78 | 80 | 79 | 78 | 78 | 78 | 78 | 4
72| 78 | 8o ) 78 { 78 | 79 | 77 | 80 j 79 | 80 | 79 | 79 | 79 | 3
74 | 80 | 80 | 78 | 81 | 80 | 78 | 81 | 80 | 80 | 78 | 80 | 80 | 3
74 | 78| 79! 78 |19 | 78 [ 78 | 79 | 78 | 7B | 78 | 79| 78| 1

98-520 O - 78 -9
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HOUSEHOLD DATA HOUSEHOLD DATA

Table A-1. Employment status of the noninstitutional popufation

[Numbers in thoutands)
Not seesonady scisted Sensonelly sdjusted
Employownt status.
Joly June Juty July Mar, Apr. May June July
1976 19717 1977 1976 1977 1977 1977 1977 1977
TOTAL
Total noninstinutionsl population’ . .| 156,242 | 158,456 | 158,682 1 156,142 | 157,782 |157,986 | 158,228 (138,456 | 158,682
Armed Forces® ...

2,060 | 2,129 | 2,35 | ‘2,360 | 2,138 | 2,132 | 2,128 | 2,129 | 2,135
-| 156,002 | 156,327 | 156,567 | 154,002 | 155,643 |155,856 | 156,101 156,327 | 156,547
97,185 | 99,135 | 99,314 | 95,180 | 96,539 | 96,760 | 97,158 | 97,661 | 97,305

Civilian noninatitutionat poputation!

. 63.1 63.4 63.4 61.8 62.0 62.1 62,2 62.5 62.2
-] 89,608 91,682 92,372 87,783 89,475 90,023 90,408 90,679 90, 561
- 57.4 57.9 58.2 56.2 56.7 57.0 57.1 57.2 57.1

. 3,931 3,820 3,790 3,333 3,116 3,260 3,386 3,338 3,213
-] 85,617 87,862 88,582 86,450 86,359 86,763 87,022 87,341 87,348
7,577 7,453 6,941 7,406 7,064 6,737 6,750 6,962 6,744
7.8 7.5 7.0 7.8 7.3 7.0 6.9 7.1 6.9
56,817 57,192 57,234 58,813 59,104 59,09 58,943 58,686 59,242
Men, 20 years and over

Total noninstitutions! population! .
Civilian noninstitutional population' .

66,279 | 67,431 | 67,537 | 66,279 | 67,114 | 67,209 | 67,326 | 67,431 | 67,537
.} €4,586 | 65,743 | 65,845 | 64,586 | €5,423 | 65,522 | 65,641 | 65,743 | 65,845

Givilian labor foros ... - 52,068 52,885 52,902 51,675 52,061 52,089 52,282 52,497 52,494
Participstion rate . . 80.6 80.4 80.3 80,0 79.6 79.5 79.6 9.9 . TL7
Employed ... X 49,143 50,308 50,379 48,544 49,267 49,465 49,531 49,859 49,79%
74,1 74.6 | . 74.6 3.2 73.4 73.6 73.6 73.9 7.7

Agriculture ... . 2,5% 2,536 2,464 2,429 2,208 2,280 2,373 2,372 2,305

Nonagricuftural industries

46,547 | 47,772 | 47,916 | 46,115 | 47,059 | 47,185 | 47,158 | 47,487 | 47,489
Unemploysd . ......

2,577 2,522 3,131 2,79 2,624 2,751 2,638 2,700
4.9 4.8 6,1 5.4 5.0 5.3 5.0 5.1

12,858 | 12,943 12,911 | 13,362 13,433 | 13,359 | 13,246 | 13,351
Wormen, 20 years and over

Total noninstitutionsl population
Civilian noninstitutional population’
Civilian tabor fores ...

73,053 74,198 74,315 73,053 73,852 73,958 74,081 74,198 74,315
72,966 74,101 74,217 72,966 73,757 73,863 73,987 74,101 764,217
33,769 35,263 34,918 34,487 35,295 35,455 35,634 35,675 35,667

Participstion rate . 46.3 47.6 47.0 41,3 47,9 N 8,2 48,1 48.1

Em 31,126 | 232,755 | 32,456 | 31,853 | 32,750 | 32,985 | 33,288 | 33,116 | 33,212
Employment-popuilation ratio’ 42.6 4.1 43.7 43,6 64,3 4h. b 44.9 b6 44,7
Agriculture ... .ol. 632 690 683 486 496 577 597 564 525
Nonagricuttural industries . 30,496 | 32,064 | 31,772 | 31,367 § 32,254 | 32,408 | 32,691 | 32,552 | 32,687
Unemployed ... 2,663 2,508 2,462 2,634 2,545 2,670 2,346 2,559 2,455
Unemployment rate 7.2 6.9

. 7.8 7.1 7.1 7.6 7.2 7.0 6.6 .
Not in labor force 39,196 | 38,838 | 39,299 | 38,479 | 38,462 | 38,408 | 38,353 | 38,426 | 38,550

Both sexes, 1610 years
Total nonirstitutional population' .
Givilian noninstitutioral populstion
Civitian labor forcs . .

16,811 16,827 16,830 16,811 16,816 16,819 16,823 16,827 16,830
16,450 16,483 [ 16,485 16,450 16,464 16,468 16,473 16,483 16,485
11,348 10,987 11,494 9,027 9,183 9,216 9,242 9,469 9,144

Participetion rats. 69.0 66.7 69.7 54.9 55.8 56.0 56.1 57.4 55.5
Emgloyed .. 9,339 8,620 9,537 7,386 7,458 7,573 7,589 7,704 7,555
Employment-population atio® 55.6 51.2 56.7 43,9 44,6 45.0 45.1 45.8 44.9

704 594 643 418 412 403 416 402 383

8,635 8,025 8,894 6,968 7,046 7,170 7,173 7,302 7,172
2,008 2,367 1,957 1,661 1,725 1,643 1,653 1,765 1,589
4 1 21.5 17,0 18.2 18.8 17.8 17.9 18.6 17.4
Not in labor foree ... oy s, 5,695 4,992 7,423 7,281 7,252 7,231 7,014 7,341
WHITE
Total noniratitutional population” ...
Civilian noninstitutionsl poputation’ .
Civilian tavor force ...

-{137,424 (139,270 | 139,450 {137,426 (138,732 }138,894 [139,089 [139,270 |139,450
{135,641 137,522 | 137,698 | 135,643 (136,972 |137,139 137,337 137,522 |137,698
85,850 87,530 87,616 84,254 85,482 85,642 85,937 86,268 85,968

{633 63.6 63.6 62,1 62,4 62.4 62.6 62.7 62.4
79,856 | 81,749 | 82,331 | 78,295 | 79,832 | 80,249 | 80,603 | 80,813 | 80,752
58.1 58,7 59.0 57.0 57.5 57.8 58.0 58.0 51.9
5,993 5,781 5,285 5,959 5,650 5,393 5,334 5,455 5,216

7.0 6.6 6.0 7.1 6.6 6.3 6.2 6.3 6.1
49,793 49,992 50,082 51,389 51,490 51,497 51,400 51,254 51,730

Total noninstitutionsl population' .
Crvitian noninstitutiona poputation’

18,719 19,186 19,232 18,719 19,050 19,091 19,140 19,186 19,232
18,359 18,805 18,850 18,359 18,672 18,714 18,763 18,805 18,850
-+{ 11,335 11,605 11,697 10,868 11,104 11,071 11,171 11,325 11,236

61.7 61.7 62.1 59.2 59.5 59.2 59.5 60.2 59.6
9,752 9,933 | 10,062 9,464 9,690 9,711 9,730 9,633 9,758
52.1 51.8 52,2 50.6 50.9 50.9 50.8 51.3 50.7
1,584 1,671 1,656 1,404 1,614 1,360 1,441 1,492 1,478
14.0 14.4 14.2 12.9 12.7 12.3 12.9 13.2 13.2

7,024 7,200 7,152 7,491 7,568 7,643 7,592 7,480 7,614

! The popetstion and Armed Forces figures ere not sdfusted for sasonsl variationa: 3 Civilisn smployment ax & percent of the total noninstitutions) population (including
therstors, identical numbers appear in the unadjusted and samsonally sdjusted columns.  Armed Forces).
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Table A-2. Major indi Iy adj
Masmber of
unemployed persons Unemployant rates
Selected cammgories {1n thomnands)
Jul; Mar. T. Ma: June Jul;
'1'3% 197; {g% 1977 1377 197; 1977° 197;
Total, 10 years and over ... 7,406 6,744 7.8 7.3 7.0 6.9 7.1 6.9
Men, 20 years and over 3,131 2,700 6.1 5.4 5.0 5.3 5.0 5.1
Women, 20 years and over . 2,634 2,455 7.6 7.2 7.0 6.6 1.2 6.9
Both sexes, 1819 yeers ... 1,641 1,589 18.2 18.8 17.8 17.9 18.6 17.4
Whits, otal 5,959 5,216 7.1 6e6 6.3 6 6.3 6.1
2,561 2,137 5.5 4.9 4t 4.7 4.5 46
2,084 1,910 7.0 6.5 6.1 .9 6o ls 6.2
1,314 1,169 16.2 16.6 16.1 15.7 16.1 14.3
1,404 1,478 12.9 12.7 12.3 12.9 13.2 13.2
566 553 10.6 9.4 8.5 9.9 9.6 10.1
526 518 11.4 11.6 12.3 11.8 11.9 10.9
312 407 34,2 40.1 36.2 38.7 39.4 40.7
1,743 1,365 4ot 3.7 3.6 3.6 A4 3.4
1,628 1,464 1.4 6.7 6.6 6.3 6.8 6.6
424 403 10.2 9.6 9.2 8.4 9.4 9.3
5,878 5,407 7.3 6.7 6.5 6.5 65 6.5
1,500 1,304 10.6 11.1 9.9 9.9 10.7 9.2
2,247 1,834 2.4 2.0 1.9 1.9 1.8 1.9
- .- 8.1 7.8 1.4 7.5 7.5 1.4
2,168 1,900 4.7 47 beb 4,3 4.2 4.0
430 400 3.1 3.1 3.2 2.9 3.0 2.8
327 260 3.4 3.4 2.9 2.8 2.7 2.6
a0 326 5.4 5.5 5.1 5.5 5.2 5.4
1,101 . 914 6.6 6.5 6.0 5.7 5.7 3.4
3,119 2,684 9.7 8.3 7.8 7.9 7.7 B.2
“ratt snd kindred workers 881 705 1.2 6.0 4.9 5.6 5.6 5.6
Operatives, axcept tamsport . 1,270 1,160 1.1 9.2 9.3 8.9 9.4 10.1
Transport squipment operstives 294 217 8.2 6.9 6.0 6.7 5.7 7.5
Monfarm lsborers ... ..... 874 542 13.4 13.2 12.6 12.5 10.9 10.7
1,140 1,034 8.6 7.9 8.1 9.0 8.2 7.7
129 108 43 5.4 4.8 b4 4.8 3.8
INDUSTRY*
Nonsgriculturai privsts wage end satary workers* 5,515 4,824 8.0 T4 7.0 7.1 6.9 6.8
Construction . 152 561 17.0 14.2 12.0 13.0 12.6 12.1
1,675 1,446 7.8 6.6 6.7 602 6.3 6.7
946 9 7.5 6.1 6.0 5.7 5.6 6.1
729 667 8.4 7.3 7.7 7.0 7.3 7.6
245 238 5.2 5.1 bub 4.3 4.1 4.7
1,519 1,378 8.6 B.4 7.8 8.3 7.9 7.7
1,283 1,162 6.4 6.l 6.1 6.6 6.0 5.7
Government workers ......... 702 615 4.5 4.0 4.0 4.1 4.2 3.9
Agriculwral wage and satary workers . 175 137 11.8 13.2 12.3 11.5 11.0 9.7
VETERAN STATUS

529 517 8.3 6.8 7.3 7.5 1.6 1.9
193 154 20.4 17.1 14.4 13.6 18.1 16.3
210 207 6.8 6.6 7.7 7.8 7.1 1.2
126 156 5.5 3.3 4.3 5.1 4.5 5.8
1,323 1,204 8.7 7.9 6.3 7.2 6.9 7.6
734 680 10.9 10.4 10.1 10.2 8.9 9.9
4046 341 8.4 7.0 5.7 5.4 6.3 6.8
185 183 5.1 4.3 4.2 4.1 4.0 4.6

' Unemployment rats calculated a9 a percant of civillan labor torce.

* Aggregeus hours lost by the unempioyed and persons on pert time for economic resons

a3 a percent of potentially svailable labor torce hours.
? Unemployment by ocoupation

inctude: sll experienced unempioyed persons, wiwress that

by industry covers only unemployed wage end talery workers.
4 includes mining, not shown seperately.
' v

August 6, 1964, snd May 7, 1976,
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(in thoutanch)
Mot R
Setactsd crtperies Faly Toly July Har. Rpr- Yay Tene July
1976 1977 1976 1977 1977 1977 1977 1977
CHARACTERISTICS '
Total smployed, 16 years and over . 89,608 | 92,372 | 87,783 | 89,475 | 90,023 | 90,408 | 0,679 | 90,561
en s4,266 | $5,677 | 52,507 | 53,270 | 53,575 | s3,722 | s3,087 [ s3.000
35,344 | 36,696 | 35,276 | 36,205 | 36,448 | 36,685 | 36,692 | 36,661
38,261 ) 38,549 | 38,146 | 38,294 | 38,536 | 38,509 | 38,582 | 38,434
19,626 | 20,096 | 20,353 | 20,963 | 21,076 | 20,962 | 20,831 | 20,846
43,179 | 44,765 | 43,53 | 44,495 | 44,851 | 44,766 | 44,798 | 45,105
12,712 | 13,253 | 13,291 | 13,439 | 13,591 | 13,483 | 13,638 | 137863
9,298 { 9,660 | 9,226 | 9,53 | 9,436 | 5,400 | ‘9,570 9,583
5,473 | 5,750 | s.a62 | 5,617 | 5,765 | s.ees | s.em3 5,716
15,695 | 16,102 | 15,564 | 15,896 | 16,061 | 16,188 | 15,917 | 15,943
30,634 | 31,652 | 29,100 | 30,025 | 30,193 | 30,423 [ 30,432 [ 30,063
11,816 | 12,398 | 11,320 | 11,709 | 11,896 | 11,894 | 11,801 | 11,887
10,353 | 10,496 | 10,231 | 10,57 | 10,394 | 10,53 | 10,378 | 10,270
3,326 | 3,451 | 3,275 | ajas7 | ajasz | aissz | 3sst 3,397
5,39 | 5,307 | 4,35 | 4,255 | 4421 | 4667 | 4612 4,509
12,616 | 12,706 | 12,178 | 12,272 | 12,25 | 12,372 | 12,697 | 12,460
3,379 | 3,249 | 2,861 |} 2,652 | 2,779 | 2,904 | 2,838 2,743
MAJOR INDUSTRY AND CLASS
OF WORKER
b ovees | o620 | 1,306 | 1,282} 3,310 | 1,325 | 1,381 1,271
1,805 | 1672 | 1,686 | 10513 | 1,548 | 1635 | 1,595 1,561
461 499 336 319 366 393 378 363
.| 79,425 [ 81,987 | 78,25 | 79,865 | 80,306 | 80,429 | 80,804 | 80,738
1,078 | 16,662 | 14,042 | 16,923 | 14,960 | 15,075 | 14,961 | 15,131
67,326 | 63,308 [ 64,946 | 65,346 | 65,356 |es,855 | 65,607
1,665 | 1,233 1 1,313 | 1,320 [ 1,305 | 1,388 1,445
65,861 | 61,875 | 63,633 | 64,026 | 64,049 | 64,465 | 64,162
6,073 | 5,640 | 5,919 | sje56 | 6,050 | sj097 5,89
521 47 536 499 550 518 523
77,467 | 79,257 | 81,330 |81,005 |81,771 [s1,618 | 82,572
64,745 | 65,261 | 66,659 | 66,436 | 67,219 |67,126 | 67,867
0% | 37136 | 3;276 | 3j1%4 | 33290 | 3368 3,371
1,300 | 1 | 22 | nier | 1031 | 15361 1,440
2,765 | 1,825 | 2,06« | 2,007 | 1,976 | 2,027 1,931
Pt time for noneconomic ressons . | 8,287 | 8,648 | 10,860 11,395 11,305 11,262 |11,126 | 11)33
! Excludes persons “with » fob but not et work” during the survey pariod for wch
roasons a1 vacation, linesy, or indusirie disputas.
Table A-4. Duration of unemployment
[Numbersin thoumnds]
Weeks of unecploymant Tuly July July Hat., Apr. Tay Tune July
1976 1977 1976 1977 1977 1977 1977 1977
2,90 | 2,93 | 3005 |3,200 | 2,782 | 3,058 2,830
2,258 | 2,003 | 2,098 | 1,857 | 2,003 | 2,023 1,969
1726 | 2,267 | 1,923 | 1,816 36 | 1,737 1,834
717 | 1,058 77 715 800 798 917
1,000 | 1,189 | 1,146 | 1,201 | 1,03 939 917
Average (mwsn) curstion, in weeks . .......... 14,9 13.5 15.6 16.0 14,3 14,9 16.4 14,1
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION
100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 [ 100.0 100.0
40.5 42,6 0.3 42,8 45.8 1.5 44,9 2.7
31.7 32.5 28.8 29.9 2.4 31,2 29.7 29,7
27.9 2.8 30.9 27,4 26.8 27,4 2515 2106
0.6 10.3 14.6 11.1 10.6 1.9 .7 13.8
17.2 16.5 16.4 16.3 16.3 15.4 13.8 13.8
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Table A-6. R for Y
L
[Numbers in thousands)
Mot semocally sdusted Sanscally adjurtad
Rasaccs Tuly Tuly Toly Tar. ApT. Hay June Toly
1576 1977 1976 1977 1977 1977 21977 1977
3,505 2,869 | 3,758 3,163 2,953 | 3,038 2,927 3,075
978 787 | 1,162 863 754 749 827 919
2,527 2,082 | 2,616 2,218 2,199 | 2,289 2,100 2,15
1,000 879 957 919 846 966 954 841
1,965 1,886 | 1,879 2,013 2,001 | 1,993 1,889 1,822
1,128 1,308 794 1,003 972 893 1,077 974
100.0 100.0 | 100.0 100.0 100.0 | 100.0 100.0 100.0
46.3 41.3 50.9 6.t 43,6 46,2 42,7 45.8
12.9 11.3 15.5 12.2 1.1 10.9 12.1 13,7
3.4 30.0 35.4 3.2 2.3 33.3 30,7 32.1
13.2 12.7 13,0 13.0 12.5 13.7 13.9 12,5
25.7 27.2 25.4 28.4 29.5 29.0 27.6 27.1
14,9 18.8 10.7 18,2 4.4 13.0 15.7 16,5
UNEMPLOYED AS A PERCENT OF THE
CIVILIAN LASOR FORCE
3.6 2.9 3.9 3.3 11 3.1 3.0 3.2
1.0 .9 1.0 1.0 .9 1.0 1.0 .9
2.0 1.9 2.0 2.1 2.1 2.1 1.9 1.9
1.2 1.3 .8 1,0 1.0 .9 1.1 1.0
Table A-8. Unemployment by sex end age, seasonally adjusted
Number of
unemplayed persons Usempicryment rste
Sex and sge (1n thousands}
Tuly Tuly Toly Hart. Xpt. Hay Jite —July -
1976 1977 1976 1977 1577 1977 1977 1977
Ttal, 18 years and over 6,764 7.8 7.3 7.0 6.9 7.1 6.9
161 19yeny ... 1,661 1,589 18.2 18.8 17.8 17.9 18.6 17.4
1010 17 yaans . 786 752 20.8 22,2 19.2 20.4 21,3 19.9
1810 19 yeens . 832 815 15.9 16,6 16.8 16.3 16.5 15.3
20t 24 yeens . 1,598 1,522 11,4 1.4 10.8 10.7 10.5 10.6
25 ysersand ovwr . 4,229 3,679 5.9 5.1 4.9 4.8 5.0 5.0
21054 vean . 3,495 3,076 6.0 5.2 5.1 5.4 5.3 5.2
5 yeurs and owr 685 552 4.9 4.3 4.1 4.0 3.8 3.9
Man, 18 years and over .. 3,538 7.1 6.5 6.1 6.3 6.2 6.2
16 10yeers ...l 838 18,3 18.7 17.0 17.0 18,6 16.9
100 17 yours . 430 426 20.8 22.2 17.9 18.7 22,7 20.2
1810 10yeens . 461 417 16.6 16.1 16.0 16.0 15.5 16,7
2024 yeans . 921 833 12,0 1.2 10.5 10.6 9.9 10.6
25 yean and over 2,221 1,874 5.1 4.3 4.1 4.2 a1 4.2
75t 54 years 1,847 1,551 5.2 4.3 4.3 a6 4.3 4.3
SEyemvandover ..., n 319 42 44 3.7 3.9 3.3 36
Women, 18 yesn andover ........ 3,206 8.8 8.5 8.2 7.9 8.4 8.0
180 10yean ... 751 18,0 18.9 18.8 19.0 18.7 17.9
1010 17 years . 328 20.8 22.2 20.8 22.5 15.7 19.5
19 19yeens ... 398 15.2 17.1 17.7 16.6 17.5 16.0
201024 yaans . 689 10.6 1.7 11,2 10.9 1.0 10,5
25 yoars and over 1,808 7.1 6.1 6.0 5.7 6.3 6.2
2610 64 yesrs 1,525 7.2 6.6 6.5 6.1 6.7 6.4
65 years and over 233 5.9 4.2 4.6 4.3 4.6 4.6
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Table A-7. Range of unemployment measures based on varying definiti of Y and the labor force,
seasonally adjusted
[Perces] M
Quartarty sverages Monthly dets
. Meaua 1976 1977 1977
1 b4%4 v 1 11 May June July

U-1—Persons unemployed 15 weeks or longer as a percent of the

civilian labor force 2.2 2.4 ° 2.6 2.2 1.8 1.9 1.8 1.9
U-2—Job fosers a1 2 pevcent of the civilisn labor force 7 3.9 3.9 3.4 31 3.1 3.0 3.2
U3—Unemployed household heads a5 s percent of the housshold head

labor force 9 5.3 5.3 4.8 4t 4.5 4.3 4.3
U4—Unemployed full

torce ... 7.0 7.4 7.5 6.8 6.5 6.5 6.5 6.5
U5—Total unemployed as a percent of the civilian labor force:

{officisl MaBTE) - +vvvnnerninsneranennnns 7.4 7.8 7.9 7.4 7.0 6.9 7.1 6.9
U-8—Totat full-time jobseekers plus % part-time jobssekers plus % total

on part time for economic reasons as a percent of the civilian

fabor foree tess % of the parttime labor foroe .......... . 9.1 9.5 9.7 3.0 8.6 8.6 8.7 8.6
U7 —Taral full-time jobseekers plus % part-time jobseekers phus % total

on part time for sconomic ressons plus discouraged workers s 2

percmnt of the civitian labor force plus discouraged workers less

% of the pert-time tabor force 10.0 10.3 10.7 9.9 9.7 H.A, NoA. N.A.

N.A= not available.
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Tabdble B-1. Employ on icultural payrolls, by ind Y
{in thousans) )
ot seesonally adjusind Samsonally edputed
tadastry Jaly May Junep July July Mar. Apr. May June July
1976 1977 1977 1977° 1976 1977 1977 1977 1977 | 1973P

TOTAL . 79, 242| 82,029 82,903 82,159 79,513 81,395{ 81,686 81,921 82,095| 82,351

GOOOSPRODUCING . ....ccevuee 23,446 24,167 24,676 24,585| 23,344 24,005| 24,217 24,306 24,351 24,424

MINING ....ovneer renanennns . 804 844 870 835 791 842 B4T 845 855 821
CONTRACT CONSTRUCTION. . ... 3,821 3,853 4,048 4, 144/ 3, 608 3,759] 3,842 3,861 3,877 3,913
MANUFACTURING ... 18,8211 19,470 19,758 19, 606| 18,945 19,404| 19,528 19,600 19,619 19,690

Procuction workers . 13,470] 14,021 14,259 14,089 13,618 13,958 14,066 14, 145 14, 144 14,200

10,958| 11,442 11,597 11,492] 11,034 11,370| 1,423 11,469 11,490 11,527
7,787 8,207 8,336 8, 226 7,878 8,128 8,177 8,233 8, 241 8,280

156 157 157 157, 153
633 639 638 638 643
503 507 509 510 515

641 651 654 654 663
t,199] 1,208 1,237t 1,218 1,218
1,432} 1,433 1,447 1,451 1,460
2182 2,150) 2,165 2,168 2,192
1,906] 1,919 1,931 1,934 1,936

1, 808} 1,808 1,802 1,810 1,80}
526 526 526 524 529
424] 425 423 420 417

1
973 981 988 987 1,000
1,283 1,291 1,298) 1,307) 1,314
703 701 4
1,097) 1,102 1,109 1,130] 1,114
1,051] 1.060| 1,063] 1,061 1,068
207 211 210 210 210
666 680 685 681 6B4
2n 267 267 269 267 271

s5.796) 57,862 | 58.227| 57,574 s6,169| 57,390[ 57,460 57.615| 57.744 57.927

TRANSPORTATION AND PUBLIC

4,540| 4,577 4,626 4, 615 4,508 4,568 4,575 4,586 4,576 4,583
18,227 18,285

UTILITIES .

WHOLESALE AND RETAIL TRADE .. 17,723} 18,176 18,322 18,297| 17,737 18,189 18,203 18,235

4,297 4,353 4,399 4,412 4,271 4,354| 4,371 4,384 4,373] 4,386
13,426| 13,823 13,923 13,8685 13,466 13,835| 13,832 13,851 13,854] 13,899
0

4,368 4,476 4,533 4,565 4,312 4,453 4,463 4,480 4,488 4,506

WHOLESALE TRADE .
RETAIL TRADE ...

FINANCE, INSURANCE, AND

REAL ESTATE ..
SERVICES ......... TN . 14,825| 15,288 15,454 15,473] 14, 664 15,149] 15,182 15,197 15,24 15,305
“-GOVERNMENT....couuonmurenann 14, 340( 15,345 15,292 14,624 14,948 15,031] 15,046 15,117 15,213 15,248
FEDERAL....... 2,775 2,728 2,765 2,782 2,723 2, 725 2,719 2,723 2,734 2,730
STATE AND LOCAL 11,565 12,617 12,527 11,8427 12,225 12,306 12,327 12,394 12,477 12,518

ppreliminery.
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Table B-2. Average weekly hours of p: or visory workers' on private nonagricultural
payrolls, by industry :

Mot sasonally adfusted Seasorlly acpsrted
ndustry Taly May Tan. Apr. May | ri_
1976 1977 1977i 1977 1977 19718
TOTALPRIVATE.................| 36.6 36.1 36.4 36,2 36.3 36.2 36.1
MINING ........... erraraaas 42.7 44.1 44.6 44. 4 44.0 44.0 43.9
CONTRACT CONSTRUCTION ........ . 37.9 37.5 37.4 37 36.9 37.1 37.3 37.4 36.8 36,7
MANUFACTURING 40.0 40.3 40.8 40.1 40.1 40. 4 40.3 40.4 40.5 40,3
ime hours . 3.1 3.3 3.5 3.3 3.1 3.3 34 3.4 3.4 3.3
DURABLE GOODS .. 41.0 41.5 40.6 40.9 41,0 40.8 41.1 41.2 41.0
Overtime hours , T3S 3.7 .5 3.3 3.4 L6 3, 3.7 3.6
41.0 41.0 39.9 40.9 40,6 41,2 41,1 40.9 40.3
40.3 40.7 40.2 40,6 40.1 40.0 40.0 39.9 40.4
38.4 39.2 38.5 38,6 38,6 38.4 38,7 38,8 38.9
41.8 42.0 41,6 41,0 41.4 4.7 41,7 417 41.4
41.5 417 40,6 41,2 41,1 41.5 41. 6 41.6 40,8
41.0 41.6 40.6 41.0 41.0 40,7 41,0 41.3 41.0
41.4 41.9 41.2 41,5 41.5 41,3 41.6 41.9 42,0
40,1 40.6 39,7 40.1 40.3 40,0 40.1 40. 4 40.3
42.8 43,2 41.9 42.0 42.8 41.9 42,7 42.9 41.9
40.3 40.7 40.3 40,8 40,4 40,1 40.4 40,7 40. 8
39.0 39.3 38.3 38.8 39.3 38.9 39.0 39.1 38,7
39.3 39.7 39,3 39.1 39.5 39.5 39.5 39.6 39.3
3.0 |+ 3.2 3.0 2.9 3.1 3.2 3.1 3.1 2.9
39.7 40.1 40.1 40.0 40.2 40.3 39.9 40.0 39.7
38.1 38.5 36.9 35.0 38.4 38,3 38.6 38,6 38,2
40,6 40.9 40, 40.2 40.8 40.5 40,7 40,5 40.5
35.5 36,1 35.6 35.5 35,6 35,1 35.7 36,0 35,5
42.7 43.1 42.5 42.3 42.8 43.3 43,0 42.9 42.5
37.5 37.7 37.7 37.7 37.7 37.7 3.6 37,7 37.8
41.7 42,0 41.5 41.4 41.8 41.9 41.7 41.9 41.6
42, ¢ 42,9 43.5 42.2 43,0 42,7 42.6 42.7 43.1
41.1 41.3 40.2 40,3 41.2 41.2 41.3 41,1 40.6
37.3 38.1 37,1 371.0 36,4 37.4 37.1 37.3 36,7
TRANSPORTATION AND PUBLIC
UTILITIES 40,2 40.0 40.1 40.5 39.8 40.3 40.1 40,2 39.9 40,1
WHOLESALE AND RETAIL TRADE ..., 34.5 33,2 33.6 34,1 33.6 33,5 33.5 33,4 333 33,3
WHOLESALE TRADE. 39.3 38,7 39.0 39.0 39.1 38.9 39.0 38,7 38.9 38.8
RETAIL TRADE ... 330 31.6 3z.1 32.7 32,0 3.9 3.9 31.9 3.7 31.7
FINANCE, INSURANCE, AND
REALESTATE...............40.... 36,7 36.6 36.6 36,7 36,6 36.7 36,6 36.7 36,6 36.6
BERVICES ...........c0vnnenns vetes 34.0 33.3 33.5 33.9 33.4 33,5 33.5 33,5 33.3 33.3
! Deta relate to production workens in mining snd i ion workers in contract riers in and public utlities; whole-

sale and retait trade; finance, insurance, snd real estats; and services. m—mmm.mxm-qlmnmmmm -nuwm-mmprhmmwwup-wd
Ppepreliminery.
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Table B-3. Average hourly and weekly of production or visory workers' on private
nonagricultural payrolls, by industry

Average benerly esrnings Aversps wenkly sarning
tndurtry y May | Jume I Juby [ Jaby May Tone Taly
1976 1977 1977 1977 1976 1977 1977 P 1977P
TOTAL PRIVATE. ... $5.19 $5.21 | $5.23 [$177.88 |$187,368189.64 1$190.90
Sooscrelly adfisted . 5.20 5,22 | S.25 | 176.17 | 188.76 | 188.96 | 189.53
6.81 6.84 | 6.81 | 272.85 1 300,32 | 305.06 | 299.64
7.91 7.95 | 7.97 | 291.07 | 296.63|297.33 | 300,47
5.56 5.60 | 5.63 | 208.00 | 224.07| 228.48 | 225.76
5.95 6.00 | 6,00 | 224.78 | 243.95| 249,00 | 243.60
6.16 6.15 | 6.16 | 232.88 { 252.56| 252.15 | 245.78 _
4.97 5,01 | 5,07 | 194,32 { 200.29| 203,91 | 203.81
4.23 4.27 ] 4.26 | 151.65 | 162.43 167.38 [ 164,01
5.73 5,78 | 5.83 | 219.60 | 239.51| 242,76 | 242,53
7.39 7.43 [ 7.48 | 280,03 | 306.69| 309,83 | 303.69
5,73 5.81 | 5,80 | 220,05 | 234.93| 241.70 | 235.48
6,10 /| 6,151 6,18 | 234,60 | 252.54| 257.69 | 254.62
5.23 5.28 | 5.29 | 193,55 | 209.72| 214.37 | 210,01
7.10 7,18 | 7,14 | 273,00 303.88] 310,18 | 299.17
5.13 5,14 | 5.21 | 196,66 | 206,74} 209.20 | 209.96
4.31 4.31 | 4,32 | 154,37 168.09] 169,38 | 165.46
4.99 5,03 | 5.09 | 183.85| 196.11] 199.69 | 200,04
5.28 5,29 | 5.33 | 200,38 [ 209.62] 212,13 | 213.73
5,58 5,83 | S5.81 | 169.00{ 212.60] 224.46 | 214.39
3,86 3.90 | 4,03 | 148,03 156.72| 159.51 [ 162.01
3.56 3,61 | 3,58 | 120,681 126.38f 130,32 | 127.45
5.80 5,87 | 5,97 | 231.38 | 247.66( 253.00 | 253,73
6.02 6,06 | 6.07 | 213,19 | 225.75| 228.46 | 228.84
6.29 6.33 | 6,41 | 244.50 | 262.29| 265.86 | 266.02
7.69 7.72 | 7,76 | 303,74 | 327.59] 331,19 | 337,56
5.05 5.12 | 5,15 | 175.56 [ 207.56] 211.46 | 207,03
3.63 3,64 | 3,63 | 127.53 | 135.40[ 138.68 | 134.67
6.46 6.83 6.85 | 6,89 | 259.69| 273.20f 274.69 | 279.05
WHOLESALE AND RETAIL TRADE . 3.96 4.25 4.26 | 4.27 | 136,62 141.10] 143,14 | 145,61
WHOLESALE TRADE 5.17 5.52 5.51 5.55 | 203,18 | 213.62| 214.89 | 216.45
REVAIL TRADE ... 3.54 3.80 3,81 3.82 116,82 120,08} 122,30 124,91
FINANCE, INSURANCE, AND REAL ESTATE .......oonninnne 4.36 4.58 4.55 4.58 160, 0t 167,63} 166.53 168,09
BERVICES ..ceveeeneniuninnenrinnuenassnnnanasnsiionsns 4.32 4.67 4.66 | 4.67 | 146,88 155.51} 156.11 | 158,31

! Ses footnote 1, table B2
ppreliminary.
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Table B-4.  Hourly i index for p: ion or visory workers' on private nonagricultural
ils, by i y divisk T adi i
(1967=100)
Purcent chengs from
Incmtry July Feb. Mar, T May June P | July P
1976 1977 1977 1977 1977 1977 1977 July 1976- | June 1977-
July 1977 | July 1977
TOTAL PRIVATE NONFARM:
Corrent detiars ... 185.6 | 193.2 | 19%.1 | 195.3 | 196.5 | 197.6 | 198.5 6.9 0.5
Constamt (1967} dottors 108.5 | 109.0 | 108.8 | 108.6 | 108.6 | 1085 N.A. (O] )
199.1 | 21001 | 21006 | 2121 | 2131 | 2143 | 2151 8.0 .3
188.0 | 190.8 | 191.6 [ 192.6 | 193.1 | 194.6 | 195.6 4.0 .5
185.4 | 193.3 | 194.3 | 195.4 | 1968 | 198.4 | 199.5 7.6 .g
TRANSPORTATION AND PUBLIC UTILITIES, 199.9 | 206.2 | 206.7 | 208.6 | 210.1 | 211.3 | 2117 5.9 .
muu._auunsyulm:;m 178.8 | 187.6 | 186.5 | 189.8 | 190.7 | 191.0 | 192.4 ;c; 1.1
INANCE, INSURANCE, 170.8 | 175.7 | 175.9 } 177.4 | 179.0 | 177.5 | 1795 X .
:éuvn:n.l ........ un““m'm 188.3 | 197.7 | 198.7 | 199.7 | 200.7 | 201.6 | 202.3 1.4 4

7 See footnote 1, table B-2.
3 percent chenge wi
? Percent l:hlngg wa
N.A=not

p-preliminary.

0.2 from June 1976 to June 1977, the latest wonth available,
-0.1 from May 1977 to June 1977, the latest month ava

sble,

NOTE: All saries ars i current doflars except whare indicated. The index excludes sffects of two types of changes that are unrelsted 1o underlying wege-ate developments: Fluctustions in over-
time premiurma in pewtacturing (the only sector for which overtime ceta ere svailable) and the effects of changet in the proportion of workers in high-wage end low-wege industries.

P : 1 . - deural
Table B-6. indexes of aggregate weekly hours of p or visory on private
payrolls, by industry, seasonally adjusted
[1967 = 100]
1976 1977
givirion and
i July | Aug. | Sept. | Oct. | Nov. | Dec. | san { Feb. | Mar. | apr. | May | juneP| suiyP
TOTAL ...veniiiiiinien, 1.4 1218 112,20 112.2] 112.8] 113.3] 112.3] 114.2[ 115.2| 115.6 | 116.1 [115.7}115.8
GOODSPRODUCING .. .......... 96.8 95.7 95.9 96.0 97.2| 96,9 95.2| 98.3) 100.0100.9]101.7|102. 81015
MINING 1277 115.6 131.7 131,13} 132.6] 134.0] 130. 7| 134. 6 141. 5| 142. 2§ 140.2 [141. 8 | 134.6
CONTRACT CONSTRUCTION 103.7 102.5 99.4] 104.2] 105.7) 104.3| 96.4| 105.9[108. 2| 112, 0] 112. 7 110, 4 | 122, 4
MANUFACTURING 94.2] 93.9] 94.0 93.2 94.5] 94.4| 93.8| 95.7| 97.1| 97.5| 98.5| 98.8| 98.5
DURABLE GOODS .. ........... 93.5 93.6| 93.2 9z.0[ 93.8] 93.6| 93.2| 94.8| 96.8] 96.8| 98.1{ 98.7| 98.5
Ocdnance and accessories . . 40,00 39.8 386 385| 385/ 39.5| 39,0| 39.1| 38.5{ 40.8| 41.3) 41.1| 39.9
Lumber and wood products . . 98.6f 97.6] 98.2] 99.4| 100.8] 101.9]| 101.11103.0{103.4|104.1 | 104, |104.0 | 106, 1
Furnitwe and fixtures . . . . . 102.3] 101.2] 102.4| 102.2] 102, 8| 103.5| 98.5]102.7]105.3]106,0107.4 |107.7 {109.0
Stone, clay, and glass producs 99.2| 98.6] 98.91 99.7[ 100.2] 99.1| 96.1| 97.1{101.5]104.1|104.7 [105.5 |105.9
. Primary metal industries . . . . 90.1| B9.8/ 88.8 86,2 85.7| 85.0) 84.8] B5.5| 88.5| 90.0) 91.1| 91.0| 89.7
Faricated metal products . . . 98.0| 98.6] 98.6| 96.5| 98, 1f 98.11 97.6]100.0{101.6]101.0|103.1 [104.2 |103.9
Machinery, except electiical . . . . . 95.9] 95.9] 95.9] 94.0] 96.7[ 96.0| 95.7{ 97.7| 98.6| 98.3|100.5 |101.2 [103.3
Etecicat equipment andsuppbes .. | 90,50 92.2] 91,5 92.1| 93.4| 93.1| 91.7| 95.5| 95.9{ 96,1 97.3 | 98.0 | 97.8
Transportation equipment . .. . . .. . 90.3f 90.7] B9 1} 86.1] 91,5 90.6{ 93.3f 91.3| 96.7| 94.8| 96.2 | 97.0{ 94.2
Instruments and celated products . ... [ 110, 3| 108.1f 107, 2] 107.9| 108.5[ 110.4| 208.9| 112.4 ] 111.6 [111.1 | 112.3 [113.2 {113, 8
Miscellaneous manufactunng. Ind ... | 93.1f 91. 8 92.2| 92.0[ 92.1f 9L.6) 93.1| 96.8] 96.0| 95.1| 95.0 | 94,1 { 92.2
NONDURABLE GOODS ., ... ..... 95.2| 94.2| 95.2} 95.0| 95.4! 9551 94.7| 97.1( 97.6| 98.5| 98.9| 98.9] 98.5
Food and kindred pxoducts . . 97.0[ 96.5| 96.4] 96.2| 96.6f 95.5| 95.1) 97.5( 97.9| 98 8| 97.2 ] 97.3 ] 95.5
Tohaceo manutactures 82,3 84 0| 82.1) 83.0| 81.6] 8.6 76.1{ 83.9{ 75,5 B0.7| 77.2 | 78.6 | 75.1
Textile mil protucts . . . ... 98.0f 95.5) 95.2] 95.0( 95.6] 96.1| 95.4| 97.9| 99.5] 99.7 {101.1 |100.3 [101.5
Apparel and other textile products ... | B8, 9| B87,6f 86.2| 85.7f 86.1] B6.3] 84.1] 88.0| 87.9] 87.3 | 89.4 | 90.7 | 89.9
Paper and altied products . . ... ... 96.9] 96.1] 96.5} 95,7 97.0f 97.2| 96.2{ 98.0| 98.3 |100.8 [101.0 [100.4 {100.0
Printing and publishing . . . . . 93,6/ 92.91 93.1| 93.4f 93,6 93. 7] 93,0 94.8| 94.3 | 94.9 | 95.4 | 95.2 | 95.6
Chemicals and allied products . 99.4] 99.8] 100.3| 99.41100.0]100.0]100.4]101.8{102.2 {103.5 [103.7 |104.0 |103.8
Petroleurt and coal products 112,20 112.4f 112.2] 1025 11301 [ 114,71 115.0 | 114, 7 | 118, 7 |120.5 [120.2 [120.5 [123.4
Rubber and plastics products, nec 106,24 105. 2 124.3] 125.6 125, 7} 127. 6 { 127.7 | 129. 6 {131. 7 {134.7 [135.8 ]133.9 [132.7
Leathes and leather products . . . . .. 74.7| 72.5| 2.1 71.0f 70.4) 70.5| 69, 7,91 71,9 73.9 | 73.9 [ 73.7 | 741
SERVICEPRODUCING .. ... ..... 122,5| 123.0] 123. 6| 123.5|123.5| 124.6 [ 124.1 [125.3 |125.8 | 125, 8 |126.6 [125.3 [125.7
TRANSPOR1ATION AND PUBLIC
UTIITIES ..o 102,11 102.5) 102.9[ 102.0}103,2}105.0]102.7 {104.4 [104.2 |103.9 [104.4 [103.4 |103. 0
WHOLESALE AND REVAIL
TRADE ................... 118.9§119.01119.7} 119.3 [ 118,9 [ 120,0 | 119.1 {120.7 [121.5 |121. 7 [121.7 1210 J121.2
WHOLESALE TRADE . 11530134, 7] 114, 9  nia 84,8185 [nvo fnne9 s s fires e
REVAIL TRADL 120.3) 120. 61 121.6| 121.0 [ 120. 4 [ 122.0 |120. 4 |122.1 |az3i2 123,01 12303 fiz2lq fizzcs
FINANCE, INSURANCE, AND *
REAL ESTATE 126.6] 127,31 127. 7| 128.3 [ 129.1 [129.8 [130.6 |130.2 [131.1 {131.0 [131.6 h3ns [i31.9
SERVICLS 135.4)136.6[137,2]|137.6 {137.7 [138.4 [138.8 |139. 7 {140.0 }140.1 [140.2 |139.4 f140.2

? See footnote 1, table B-2.
prpreliminaty.
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ESTABLISHMENT DATA ESTABLISHMENT DATA

Table B-6. Indexes of diffusion: Percent of industries in which employment’ increased

Year snd month Croer V-month 1pen Over 3-month 1zmn Ower -month wpen Ovet 12-month span
1974

58.7 61.6 64.8 63.1
55.8 §5.2 56.4 59.6
48.0 54.7 54.7 54.9
54,7 52.3 51.5 50.0
54.7 57.0 50,3 40.1
54.4 50.9 44.5 28.2
49.1 44.2 35.8 26.7
42.2 36.0 32.0 22.1
32.6 35.5 21.8 20.6
35.5 26.2 15.7 18.6
19.8 21.8 16.0 16.6

T 19.8 . 12.8 13.7 14.0
16.9 12.5 13.7 16.3
16.9 14,0 12.8 17.4
27.3 22.7 18.9 17.2
44.2 34.6 29.1 20.3
51.2 43.6 40.7 25.6
39.8 47.7 59.0 40.1
57.3 55.5 63.4 50.3
72.4 75.0 66. 6 61.9
Bl.4 8.8 72.4 7.5
64.0 70.6 78.8 75.9
59.6 69.2 79.4 79.1
69.2 75.0 77.6 81.4
76.7 82.0 82.8 84.6
74.4 84.3 83,1 82.8
77.9 84.9 77.0 79.4
77.9 811 77.0 73.5
63.4 70.6 71.5 79.7
47.1 57.0 70.9 79.4
52.9 47.4 55.2 ' 75.3
49,1 65.1 55.2 74,1
68.9 54.9 61.9 78.2
39.0 59.9 70.1 76.5
64.2 53.8 69.8 75.0
68.3 75.9 76.7 75.9p

1977

71.5 76.7 88.4 80.5p
61.6 84.6 86.6
79.7 86.0 84.3p
79.1 83.7 82.3p
68.9 74.1p
54.7p 66.0p
72.1p

1 Number of smployees, seawonatly adjusted, on payrolis of 172 private nonagncultural ndustries.
P+ pretminary
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Senator Proxmire. Mr. Shiskin, can you confirm my impression, that
it is a mixed picture? In your statement, you say that the fairly lack-
luster performance of the labor market is consistent with that shown
by certain other major indicators.

You seem to feel that, even though we had a drop in unemployment
and even though the payroll data seem favorable. There is clearly a
slowdown on the basis of whatever we have seen in the last 2 or 3
months in the labor market. Is that right?

Mr. Samskin. Yes. I don’t think it 1s much, but there is some.

Let ma repeat one comment on the unemployment figures. I think
* that the June figure was too high. Now, it was too high, as I said in
my statement, because the week came late. The reference week came
as late as it possibly can in the month. When that happens, there is
more time for students to get into the labor market.There is more time
for students who have finished school earlier to get jobs, so you can
have more employment and more unemployment at the same time.

Senator Proxmire. You seem to indicate in your statement that the
lateness of the reference week in June—the fact that it was a week
later than usual—explains what seems to the layman to be a very,
very contradictory situation. Having one very elaborate, very expen-
. sive, very detailed data system baseg on household surveys, probably

the most comprehensive that any country in the world has, showing
a reduction in employment, and then on the other hand you have the
payroll data—which is also rather comprehensive, and certainly in-
cludes the overwhelming number of jobs, over 80 million—showing
an increase in employment.

Mr. Sasrin. Well, OK.

Senator ProxMIRE. It seems to me that it is unsatisfactory just to say
that it was a week later. Let’s clarify the picture.

Mr. Susrrn. All right. To begin with, I never expect the month-

‘to-month changes in these two major surveys to be the same. It is too
much to ask of any statistical system.

Senator Proxmire. I can’t understand why not. You have an enor-
mous number of observations in both surveys. You have a very high
probability of accuracy on the basis of the great number you survey.
Tt is not just 1,700 as the Gallup poll, but you have thousands, is that
right?

g'So, it should be reliable. You are looking for the same kind of in-
formation, and you want to know how many jobs there are, how many
people are unemployed. I cannot understand why there should be that
sharp a difference.

Mr. Suiskin. Well, the month-to-month changes in almost all eco-
nomic series have a substantial element of irregularity attached to
them. Part of it arises from the measurement process.

Senator ProxMire. Arises from what?

Mr. SuisgIN. From the measurement process. The payroll survey
is a great survey, but the number of plants that we have in the survey
each month is somewhere in the neighborhood of 160,000. The total
number of plants runs into millions.

Similarly, in the case of households. We are now dealing with a
sample of 47,000 households, so there is a measurement error. There
are also elements of irregularity in the economy. Things don’t always
move exactly the same way.
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Third, the surveys aren’t quite the same. They are not comparable
exactly conceptually. So I think you have to expect some differences
in the month-to-month changes.

What is significant, I think, is that for some months we were look-
ing at a growing disparity between total employment as measured in
the household survey and total nonagricultural employment as meas-
ured in the payroll survey, and the recent movements bring them
together.

What happened ? The household survey has been rising more rapidly,
but this month, the household survey didn’t show any rise in non-
agricultural employment, and the business survey did. So these move-
ments brought the series close together.

On unemployment, that is a marvelous survey. There is a tremendous
fund of information in the data compiled, but the fact is that it covers
only 1 week a month. The rule we use is that the survey covers the
weeks including the 12th. It is not a fixed part of the month. It is
affected by the calendar, and it is also affected by the weather.

Senator ProxMIRe. So, you think if we had had a survey a week
earlier in June, you might have had a rather stable situation in May,
June, and July?

Mr. SaiskIN. Yes, sir.

Senator Proxmire. And that that particular week distorted the en-
trants because of the seasonal elements you have to put in, and that
if this had not happened the unemployment rate would probably have
been 6.9 percent during May, June, and July ¢

Mr. Suskin. Exactly. If we may ask you to look at our seasonal
table, the attachment to my statement, first of all, the differences in
the seasonally adjusted rate produced by these 11 methods are so very
small this month. It is only

Senator Proxmire. What table are you referring to ¢

Mr. Smiskin. This is the usual table I attach to my release.

Senator ProxMIre. I see. Seasonal adjustment is shown there.

Mr. Suisgin. Yes. There are 11 different methods, and they all give
almost identical results. Three of them show 6.8 and the others show
6.9. My judgment about the true unemployment rate, I think, really,
is best revealed by column 13, the composite index, which shows that
you have had a decline in the first part of the year, after that bump
due to bad weather in February, and then it has been flat.

Senator Proxmrre. Well, that looks as if the recovery has slowed
down, at least as far as unemployment is concerned, and it looks as
if it has stabilized around 7 percent.

Mr. Saisk1~. In terms of unemployment.

Senator Proxmire. What is that?

Mr. Sursgin. In terms of unemployment. The employment picture
is still better.

Senator Proxmire. The employment picture is good, but at the
same time, the employment picture does show in the last month a
slowdown at best, and conceivably, the data show the number of jobs
diminishing.

Mr. Suiskin. Yes. I think the best single measure, as I have said
many times, of the overall employment situation is shown in our table
B-5, the establishment table on aggregate hours. These are what used

98-520 O - 78 - 10
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to be called man-hours. It is average hours worked per week times
employment.

If you look at that table, table B-5, and particularly if you look at
the total, the April figure—and these are indexes of aggregate hours
based on the year 1967 as 100—the April figure is 115.6. The May
figure is 116.1. It seems that at that time we were experiencing vigor-
ous recovery that we had been having in earlier months, but then we
got 115.7, and now 115.8. So, the difference between April and July is
two-tenths. ‘

In the case of this series, two-tenths is a lot. It is more than 100,000
employees. But it is not as much as we had in earlier months, so I think
there has been some slowdown.

I might say, Senator Proxmire, if you will give me another minute,
that this really has been a very vigorous expansion. In the early days
of the expansion, there was a lot of debate about whether it was vigor-
ous and a lot-of confusion about it.

Senator Proxmire. Isn’t it true, according to all your data, house-
hold data and industrial, that the growth of jobs over the last 12
months has been something like 8 million, a tremendous growth and
improvement. That really has outpaced the other indications of growth
in the economy. We have not had proportional growth, have we, in
the rest of the economy? Doesn’t that suggest that we could expect
something of a slowdown about now ?

Mr. Suiskin. Let me give you a few comparative figures. I used
to attach a table showing cyclical changes in key economic indicators
to my statement, but I have not done it in recent months because it
didn’t seem necessary. I have it here with me. This is the table which

-compares the performance in this economy from the previous peak
level to the current month, for our principal indicators.

What this table shows is that total civilian employment is now 105
percent of what it was at the peak level.

Senator ProxMIre. It was the what ? .

Mr. Szisgin. Total civilian employment is 5 percent over what it
was at the previous peak level. )

Let me give you a comparative figure for that. The last time we had
a sharp recession, comparable to the 1973-74 recession, was in 1958.
The best we were able to do in the following recovery was to come up
to 102.5 percent of the previous peak level. So, we are doing much
better than in 1958-59.

- Your question was, how about the other indicators? Well, let me
give you a few others. Nonagricultural payroll employment, by the
way, 1s very close, 104.5 of the previous peak times. ]

Let’s look at some of the other key series: GNP, 107.2; personal
income less transfer payments, 105.8; industrial production, 104.3;
and retail sales, 104.0. .

These are the June figures. All the indications we have for retail
sales is that July turned up again. We will have to wait to see, but
that is what the weekly figures are showing. So, I think the employ-
ment figures are reasonably consistent with the other figures, Mr.
Chairman.

Senator ProxMire. All right. Let me take a little further look at the
labor market itself before we get into some other things. The aver-
age workweek for production and nonsupervisory workers went down
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for the second consecutive month. I know, also, that the number of
full-time workers declined and the number of part-time workers in-
creased.

Doesn’t that also indicate some easing, some reduction in the rate
of growth ?

Mr. SuisgIN. Yes, and that is exactly what 1 have been saying, that
the figures that we have this month, and for the few preceding months,
suggest we have a slowdown in the rate of growth. The economy is
certainly not declining, but there is an indication here of a slowdown
in the growth rate.

Now, when you ask yourself what the explanation is, I think the most
instructive date to look at are those for inventories.

Senator ProxMIRe. Is what ¢

Mr. Smasgin. Inventories. The most instructive variable or indi-
cator to look at is inventories. We have had a huge increase in inven-
tories in the second quarter. I think what is going on is a minor in-
ventory adjustment. This is not a hard fact, but a judgment, an eco-
nomic and analytical judgment that we are having a very modest
inventory adjustment.

Senator Proxmire. Well, just in the last few weeks, I think the in-
ventories have tended to be reduced some, and that may explain the
slowdown we have observed in the household data.

Mr. Suiskin. I think that is exactly what is going on. That seems to
be what is going on, and the business community, the private sector,
keeps making adjustments in the inventory situation.

Senator Proxuire. Let me ask you about another contradiction. The
evidence that you stress and that both releases stresse is that the pay-
roll data indicates an improvement in the number of jobs in manu-
facturing and construction. At the same time, the household data shows
that the unemployment has been increasing in blue-collar workers,
or for blue-collar workers, from 7.7 percent in June to 8.2 percent in
July. That would show to me that factory unemployment went up
and yet the industrial data does not show that. How do you explain
that contradiction ? .

Mr. Smiskin. Your question is why the data on blue-collar workers

shows increasing unemployment, but that the total factory employ-
ment went up ? :

Senator Proxmire. That is right.

Mr. Sarskin. I cannot think of anything to answer that with. Mr.
Stein, do you know?

Mzr. StEin. No.

Senator Proxmire. Let me see if T can get a clearer picture of the
kind of unemployment we are suffering right now. The reasons for un-
employment which we have over on table A-5, are “Lost last job,” and
while that dropped in June, it went up in July, went from 2,927,000
who lost their last job to 3,075,000.

Now, on the reasons for unemployment. “Left last job,” that is, the
quitters, went down. “Reentered labor force,” that went down. “Seek-
ing first job,” went down. So, it seemed that more people were fired or
laid off, fewer quit, and fewer were entering the work force. Is that an
accurate picture?

Mr. SuiskiN. It seems to be, yes.
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Senator Proxmire. Now, that woul isti
more sluggish labor o ants d seem to be a characteristic of a

Iélr. SHrskIv. Right.

enator ProxMIre. Now, let me get into somethin )
on that concerns everything 'thesegdays. A few Wee{lg(st };goyv(:: ioatlcf 111;1(615
specter of rampant looting in New York City, and this riveted the
attention of the American people on ‘the inner core of American cities.
Many people argue that it is because of very heavy unemployment, par-
ticularly unemployment among teenagers in the inner-city areas.

It was reported yesterday that the jobless rate for teenagers is very
bad in the District of Columbia, but, you know, in reading the article
- that it is just about as bad in New York City, and in Detroit and
Baltimore it is worse. In fact, Baltimore has the worst teenage unem-
ployment. :

_It has been theorized for a long time that unemployment is a prin-
glllpil cause of crime, though it is hard to get statistics that support
at.

Now, some people would feel we have some solid evidence that un-
employment among central city youths has risen dramatically over the
past decade, and the proportion of teenagers holding jobs has fallen
in 10 out of 11 major American cities, according to the figures released
by your organization on Monday.

T would like to know what accounts for the sharp increase in teen-
age unemployment in New York as well as Philadelphia, Washington,
and other cities, and if you have any information which might link
looting and other crime with excessive unemployment ¢
_ Mr. SHISKIN. Well, I have nothing to say about the causes of the loot-
ing and the crime, but I think the data we put together, which, inci-
dentally, I gave this committee the first preview of last month, are
very important and dramatic indeed. They do show that the unemploy-
ment rate in the central cities is very high, as we all knew already. It
is particularly high in the Northeast cities, and it is especially high
among teenagers.

Senator Proxmire. And particularly high among black teenagers.

Mr. Suiskin. And especially high among black teenagers. Yes.

Now, we also provided another measure at that time, the employ-
ment-population ratio, which we have been using, and these data show
that in these big cities, the percentage of people working, and particu
larly teenagers working, is very low, and that is a very serious problem.

One of my colleagues, Mr. Bienstock, who is in charge of our New
York office, was quoted in the newspaper the other day as saying that
New York is the nonworking capital of the world, and that is what
he meant, that the employment-population ratio is so low.

The analysis should not be limited to the cities where the situation
is so deplorable, that is, the Northeast cities. If you look at some of the
Southern cities, Houston and Dallas, the situation is much better.

But you have also to look at the outer ring. You have to look at the
situation in the metropolitan areas, particularly the suburban areas,
and there the situation 1s much better. :

So what you have here is a phenomenon where the emp
lem is worse by far in the central cities.

Senator ProxMire. You refer to the outer ring. Is there a clear cor-
relation in the looting, for example, in New York City with the level of

unemployment in the area where the looting took place?

loyment prob-
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Mr. Smmskiw. Sir, I have no hard information about the relation-
ship between looting and unemployment. But——

Senator Proxmire., Well, if anybody has the statistics, you have
them. You are the No. 1 expert in the country on data and statistics,
and you are the one who reported, as I say, on Monday on the level
o'ft.unemployment among youths and young people in our 11 major
cities.

Mr. Smisrn. Well, I can give you some comparative figures on
that, and that may be helpful.

Let me use in this context the employment-population ratio. You
know, if you take a very broad view of the labor force, you can ask
yourself the question, “How many people are working, what percent-
age of the people are working, and what percentage are dependent on
the people who work ?”

So you take the population ratio and the difference between that
and 100, and you can see how many people are working and how many .
people in a sense are dependent on those workers. v

If you look at the United States as a whole, and I am going to talk
in response to your question, about the 16 to 19 year olds. The employ-
ment-population ratio for that group is 44.9 percent in the United
States as a whole.

In New York City, it is 22 percent. It is just half.

Senator Proxmire. New York City is what percent ¢

Mr. Suiskin. Twenty-two percent.

Senator ProxMIRe. Twenty-two percent of the 16 to 19 years olds
are working in New York City compared to 44 percent in the country
as a whole?

Mr. SmiskiN. Yes. Many of them, you know, are in school, and some
of them are sick and disabled, some of them are in the armed forces,
but we can use as a standard what is the situation for the United States
as a whole.

Senator Proxmire. New York doesn’t have the worst problem. The
report I have here indicates the worst are Baltimore and Detroit.
Washington is third, and New York is in there with Washington. New
York is the biggest city of all, of course.

Mr. Smisein. The employment-population ratio for Baltimore is
23.5. The employment-population ratio for Washington, D.C., is 26.1.

If you look at the unemployment rates, they are very closely corre-
lated. But, sir, let me just, 1f I may, add two more figures.

In New York City, Baltimore, and Washington, the ratio of em-
ployment—the number of teenagers working, that is—to the working-
age population of teenagers is 25 percent or a little lower.

Now, in Dallas, it is 46 percent, and in Houston, it is 47 percent. So,
this seems to be a phenomenon of the Northeastern cities, and perhaps
Midwestern cities. Chicago is a little higher—33 percent. It is a very
deplorable problem, and it is an unsolved problem so far.

Senator ProxMIre. Senator Javits.

Senator Javrrs. No questions at this time, Mr. Chairman.

Senator Proxwmrre. I have a number of other questions that I would
like to get into, and we can come back to this a little later.

Senator Javits, you just entered on cue. Your timing is the best of
anybody I have seen. I just started talking about New York and in
comes the distinguished Senator from New York.
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But I would like to get into another area which I think is particu-
larly appropriate this morning. As I said, Mr. Shiskin, you are going
to be followed by a very distinguished economist, Professor Ruggles,
and I have had the opportunity to read Professor Ruggles remarkable
statement. I hope if you will forgive me if I go ahead and ask ques-
tions referring to that.

First, however, let me defer to Senator Javits, who may have ques-
tions on the employment situation, and then we will get into this other
area.

Senator Javrrs. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. You are very gracious,
and I shall be very brief.

I came here this morning, Mr. Shiskin, because I am so interested in
your findings about this very matter that you are referring to now.

Do I understand that your figures differ from the newspaper fig-
ures, so that New York City really is the most disproportionate in
terms of the proportion of youths which are employed to the youths
which don’t have regularjobs? :

Mr. SurskIN. If you look at the employment-population ratio for
the 11 cities for which we published data, New York has the lowest
ratio.

Senator Javirs. Which is what ¢

Mr. Smaskin. For 1976, the exact figure we got is 21.9.

Senator Javirs. 21.9.

Mr. Surskin. Twenty-two percent, let’s say, of the teenagers of New
York were employed 1n 1976, and this compares with the national
average just twice that, 44.9.

Senator Javirs. Now, as the definition, Mr. Commissioner, relates to
regular employment, so the young person who is delivering groceries
from a store and gets $1 or $2 or $3 for every load he delivers——

Mr. Smisgin. Oh, no. He is included. He is employed. We would
count him as employed.

Senator Javits. Now, this also, does it not, include those who have
simply given up looking for work ?

Mr. SuiskiN. It does not include them.

Senator Javrrs. It does not include those who are discouraged. It is
a true unemployment figure ?

Mr. Smiskin. There is a great debate about what is a true unem-
ployment figure, and I hesitate to say. As you know, we publish several
%lterna:tive definitions of unemployment. I can tell you what the official

gure is.

Senator Proxuire. If the Senator would yield, it seems to me that
when you said 22 percent, you were talking about those employed with
respect to the total teenage population.

Mr. Smisrin. I was.

Senator Proxmire. Then the discouraged workers would be part of
the teenage population, aren’t they?

Mr. SaiskIN. Yes, but they are not included in the 22 percent.

Senator Proxumire. But they are included in the 100 percent?

Mr. Suiskrn. Let’s try to look at this in a different way. The unem-
ployment rate for teenagers is 17.4 p@rcent for the United States. It is
30 percent for New York. Now, the discouraged workers are not in-
cluded in that 30 percent.
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Senator Proxmire. All right. I am sorry. : '

Mr. SHIsKIN. S0, we have these two measures, and I have commented
in recent months, in the past year, I found the employment-population
ratio a very helpful supplementary measure to the unemployment rate,
because it gives you this relationship. That is, how many people are
working, and how many people are dependent on those who are work-
ing, in a very broad sense.

%0, :f I may just comment on the unemployment figures, particularly
m connection with Senator Javits remarks, the teenage unemployment
rate for New York is 30 percent.

The unemployment rate for Baltimore is 36 percent, and for Wash-
ington, 33 percent. So, the relationships aren’t exactly the same as those
shown by the employment-population ratio. If you look at one, you get
a slightly different picture from what the other shows. But the one
thing that is crystal clear is that-the situation in the central cities is
very bad.

S{,nator Javirs. Is the same thing true in Baltimore and Phila-
delphia? .

Mr. SHiskIN. Yes.

Philadelphia’s employment-population ratio is 28 percent. Their
unemployment rate also happens to be 27 percent, about the same. It is
a somewhat smaller city and the sampling errors are higher. So all the
big Northern cities, central cities, have very high unemployment rates,
especially for teenagers, and they have very low employment-popula-
tion ratios, especially for teenagers.

Senator Javrrs. Mr. Chairman, it is really a devastating figure, and
explains a great deal. It also indicates where the principal effort needs
to be.

The President this morning signed a youth employment bill, which
will account for about 200,000 jobs, some in these major cities, but
really that figure probably needs to be tripled, or quadrupled. I think
we have not only a major economic, but a major social question in this
country.

While you don’t have bread lines, because we are a little more
advanced than we were in the 1930’s, we certainly have the same condi-
tions, which are concentrated in several cities, but nonetheless the
same conditions, and as usual I am deeply indebted to the Commis-
sioner for bringing the facts out so vividly.

He has given us the first lead into action, which is an analysis of the
situation. In other days the bringers of bad tidings were quite
unpopular with those to whom they brought bad tidings. I think in
this day and age we should be grateful to those who reveal our ills, so
that we can really try to apply whatever surgery is needed to deal
with them,

I think you have rendered all of us a great service by highlighting
this very, very dreadful situation.

Mr. Surskin. Thank you, Senator Javits. I must say that I greatly
appreciate the Joint Economic Committee’s attitudes. It is clear to me
from numerous actions and statements that they do not confuse the
message with the messenger.

Senator Javrrs. I appreciate that very much, Mr. Commissioner. This
is one of the great committees of the Congress, thanks to such Members
as Senator Proxmire, Representative Bflling, who chairs it now, and
Senator Humphrey, who has served it so gloriously in the past.
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The other question I would like to ask you is this: Could we have a
comparison respecting the number of jobs added in this period since
the recovery began, whatever is the appropriate date in 1975, with the
two preceding recoveries, in order to see whether the rate of job crea-
tion 1s, as claimed, really unusually high for this period?

Because there is something to be learned from success as well as
something to be learned from failure.

Mr. SaiskiN. In other words, what you would like for us to do is
provide a comparison of job creation during this expansion with
previous periods of expansion ¢

Senator Javrts. Two or three, just to give us an idea.

Mr. SuisriN. We shall certainly do that. It is not very difficult,
and I can tell you that the record in this expansion is exceptionally
good in terms of job creation. _

The figure I cited earlier, and you may not have yet arrived, was
that the 1958 expansion, the best we were able to do—and let me inter-
rupt myself to say that the expansion which began in this country in
1958 followed a very sharp recession, and roughly similar to what we
had in 1973 and 1974, though not quite so deep.

Now, the best we were able to do, then, was to bring employment
up to 2.7 percent above the previous peak level. , .

If you think of the previous business cycle, or peak, we were 2.7 per-
cent higher than our best point in the 1958 expansion. Today, we are
5 percent above. ' '

Senator JaviTs. So we have done twice as well in job creation ¢

Mr. Sarskin. In that sense. We have done much better at job creation
in that matter.

I will provide more data for the record.

[The information referred to follows:]

CcOMPARISON OF TOTAL CIVILIAN EMPLOYMENT DURING THE CURRENT BUSINESS CYCLE EXPANSION WITH
PREVIOUS POST-WORLD WAR 11 EXPANSIONS: 28 MOS AFTER SPECIFIC TROUGH, 1948-77

[Numbers in thousands]

Specific peaks and troughs

Prior peak (date and Trough (date and Trough plus 28 mos. Average  Per- Per-
number’ number) (date and number) Increaset monthlyd cent?  cent?
[O) @ @) @) [©)] ®) @
July 1948(58,968)_______ June 1949 557,1723 ....... October 1951 (60,010)_._- 42,838 +101 450 +1.8
March 1953 (62,010)... - July 1954 (59,643)_______ November 1956 (63,796) . -4, 153 +148 470 42.9
July 1957 (64,540).___.__ April 1958 262,631). ----- August 1960 (65,895). ... +3,264 +117  45.2 +2.1
September 1960 (66,267) April 1961 (65,374)____ .. August 1963 (67,908).... 2,534 481 +3.9 +2.5
April 1970 (78,894)______ arch 1971 (78,346). __._ July 1973 284,567 ....... 6,221 4222 +47.9 +7.2
July 1974 (86,213)____" March 1975 (84,243)_____ July 1977 (30,561)_______ +6,318 +226 +47.5 +5.0

1 From prior trough.
2 Increase from prior trough.
3 Increase from prior peak.

Source: U.S. Department of Labor, Bureau of Labor Statistics, August 1977,

Senator Javirs. Will you do the same thing with the unemployment
record? Because I think there the figures might show we have done
twice as bad.

Mr. Suiskin. Perhaps I can give you the 1958 figures. After the
1957-58 recession the unemployment rate declined 36 percent from
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July 1958 to February 1960. In this recovery, it has declined 19
rcent.

peFurbhermore, the peak rate in 1958 was lower than it was this

time.

Senator Javirs. It seems to me, Mr. Commissioner, that you put
your finger right there on the paradox of the modern economy, and
if we can’t deal with it, then we have a grave failure of brains and
Initiative on how to handle the public business in this country, but
it seems to me that this is what afflicts our Nation, and there is no
reason why it should. It is a challenge to us. If we don’t meet that
challenge, weare very gravely at fault.

I thank you very much.

I ask unanimous consent, Mr. Chairman, that that table may be
made part of the record. And may I make, also, the request, Mr. Chair-
man, that when that table is received, that it be publicly released ?

Senator Proxaire. Yes, indeed. There is no objection.

[The information referred to follows:]

COMPARISON OF TOTAL CIVILIAN UNEMPLOYMENT DURING THE CURRENT BUSINESS CYCLE EXPANSION WITH
PREVIOUS POST-WORLD WAR Il EXPANSIONS: 26 MOS AFTER SPECIFIC PEAK, 1948-77

[Numbers in thousands]

Specific peaks and troughs

Prior trough Peak (date and Peak plus 26 mos De- Average Per- Per-
(date and number) number) (date and number) crease! monthly? cent? cents
(¢} @ ) @ ® ©® @
January 1948 32,034)..._ October 1949 §4,916 ..... December 1951 (1,960)... —2, 956 -114 -60.1 -=3.6
May 1953 (1,596)..______ September 1954 (3,927). . November 1956 (2,88811_._ -1, 066 =41 =27.1 +479.3
March 195 82,509 ______ July 1958 (5,079)....____ Sertembar 1960 (3,884).. 1,195 ~46 -23.5 -54.8
February 1960 (3,329). .. May 1961 (5,003). ... July 1963 (4,051)._____. =952 -37 -18.0 +21.7
December 1968 (2,685)___ November 1971 (5,141)_ _ January 1974 (4,519)__.__ —622 ~24 —12.1 468.3
October 1973 (4,163).___. May 1975 (8,314)_.._____ July 1977 (6,748) _.______ =1,570 —60 —18.9 -+62.0

t From prior peak.
1 Decrease from prior peak.
$ Change from prior trough.

Source: U.S. Department of Labor, Bureau of Labor Statistics, August 1977.

Senator Proxmire. Let me follow up on what Senator Javits has
been asking about.

During the month of July the number of teenagers in the labor force
fell by over 300,000. The unemployment rate for all teenagers fell from
18.6 to 17.4 percent. But the unemployment among black teenagers
rose from 39 to 44 percent. How do you explain that shift? Why do
you have a drop in overall employment for teenagers, but an increase
m black teenage unemployment? Why should you have that?

Mr. Suiski~. First let me say that your description is quite correct,
that the situation has improveg for white teenagers, but not for black
teenagers.

Senator Proxmire. It has gotten worse for black teenagers.

Mr. SuiskiN. As I said in my statement, the situation for all blacks
appears to be getting somewhat worse.

How to explain it? Maybe the explanation is that so many blacks
today live in the central cities, which are in such a deplorable situation.

Senator Javirs. And that they are also generally new job entrants,
the most unskilled, and in addition they are still suffering, and heaven

98-520 O - 78 - 11
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knows how we can ever justify that, from prejudice, and the combina-
tion is obviously devastating.

Doesn’t it indicate to you, Mr. Chairman—and I will ask the wit-
ness—that Government programs are really needed, because that is
what brings these new entrants into the work force, where they don’t
have to undergo the tough competition with other unemployed ¢

After all, there are also white unemployed double the normal rate,
that is, around 17 percent.

Senator ProxmiIre. I will be happy to try to get into this.

You refer to prejudice. Obviously that is an element here. There is
prejudice against minorities and blacks, and as you point out, Mr.
Commissioner, these groups are concentrated in our inner cities where
employment is hard to get.

What is appalling to me is that in the last 20 years since I have been
in the Senate, we have passed a whole series of civil rights bills, includ-
ing the fair employment practices bill, including improvements in
education. All these measures we have acted on were supposed to have
been far reaching, and have been hailed everywhere, and yet we have
a situation where for two decades the unemployment rate for black
teenagers has been increasing. It must be close to a record high of 40
percent now.

I think Senator Javits is right in saying we need more specific pro-
grams for minority teenagers, but why has what we have had so far
failed so dismally to provide jobs? It obviously hasn’t made the situa-
tion better, it hasn’t improved the situation.

Mr. SuisgIN. Let me say this, without going into past history. I
work closely with Secretary Marshall. He is fully aware of this situa-
tion. In fact, he was the first high official to see these tables other than
the BLS staff. I distributed them at a staff meeting about the time
we released them and he has called several times to get copies of the
tables, which he has been using in speeches.

He is fully aware of this.

I think you should also bear in mind, and now I am talking for
Secretary Marshall, not myself, in a sense, that the program the Sec-
retary has proposed, calls for at the present time, 1.4 million public
service jobs. The figure you cited of a few hundred thousand is just
the first step. He is fully aware of this. So is the leadership in the
Department today. I talked to Ernie Green, who is head of our Em-
ployment Training Administration, and he was very much impressed
with the availability of the city data, which he had never had before
in this detail, and he told me that he was directing his program to the
central cities.

So what I am saying is that there is an awareness of the situation
in the top management in the Labor Department. -

Senator Proxmire. Can you give us a summary of how young people
have fared this summer as compared to previous summers?

Has the entry in the labor force of young people been as rapid as you
would have liked ?

Mr. Suiskin. I will ask Mr. Stein to comment on that.

Mr. SterN. I think their entry has been fairly similar to previous
years, except for the problem we had in June of trying to assess the
seasonal movements between May and June and then June and July,
but overall it has been pretty much what we expected.
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Senator Proxmire. Then could I ask, can you see any long-term
trend for young workers in the labor force? It has been getting worss
for black teenagers, and still is outrageously bad for teenagers gener-
ally; 17 or 18 percent should be unacceptable. Do you see any abate-
ment in what has been the generally high level of unemployment of
young people? Is this something we can achieve without the new kind
of policies that Senator Javits has been calling for?

Mr. StEIN. Over the course of the next several years we would expect
some slowdown in the labor force growth of teenagers.

Senator Proxmire. Because of demographic factors?

Mr. SteIN. That is right. .

Senator ProxMire. There will be fewer teenagers in the population?

Mr. StEIN. Yes. By 1980 the numbers will probably level off, and this
might make it a little easier to absorb a higher proportion. That,
probably, by itself wouldn’t change the situation that drastically.

Senator Proxmire. In other words, we do need additional policies
to provide jobs for young people if we are going to solve this problem.
Otherwise, it is going to aggravate us, and we are going to continue
to have rising crime rates and all the problems that relate to it.

Yesterday President Carter announced the broad outlines of a new
policy toward illegal aliens. Under the Carter plan, illegal aliens
entering the United States will be granted permanent status, and be
permitted to move toward full citizenship. Those who came to America
after 1970 will be granted temporary work permits for 5 years.

Can you give us any idea, Mr. Shiskin, of how President Carter’s
proposal may affect the size of the civilian labor force and the rate of
employment and unemployment? It is a big factor. How many are
there, 6 million, or 8 million ¢ A

Mr. Sarskiw. It is anybody’s guess.

Senator ProxMIre. There are millions, we know that, right? Or
don’t we ? '

Mr. SuiskiN. We have looked very carefully at the figures on the
labor force for the Southwest, for example, and California, and the
Northeast, where the illegal aliens are supposed to be coming in.

We can’t see a big jump anywhere. There are guesses of between 6
and 12 million. We%lave no separate guesses. When we take a survey,
we don’t ask people the question whether they are illegal aliens.

Senator ProxMIRE. Where do these figures come from? A responsible
publication, U.S. News & World Report, has an estimate of 6 million.
If anybody is an expert in this area, you are.

Mr. Suisrin. Not in this area. We just ask people if they are
working or not working.

Senator Proxmire. Who can you go to for accurate information on
this? You certainly are the expert in the area of unemployment.

Mr. SurskiN. Right.

Senator Proxmire. Employment, including minority unemploy-
ment. Does anybody keep statistics on this, or is it possible to keep
them ? ‘

Mr. Suiskin. Well, it is difficult, I would say, because, you know, we
have a tradition in the United States of collecting data on a voluntary
basis. We go into a household and we think that, if we were to ask
any questions about citizenship or how people got into the country
or whether they were making their money illegally, we wouldn’t get -
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any reply at all. So we very carefully avoid questions like that. This
1s an area where we can’t be helpful, sir.

Senator Proxmire. Have you any notion how we can develop ac-
curate statistics so we can develop policies to meet this problem and
know how to react to President Carter’s proposal? We are going to
be faced with a challenge of modifying, amending, or defeating, or
ratifying and passing his proposal.

Mr. SmisgIN. I certainly can’t this morning. We can give it some
thought, and may have useful suggestions. This is a very difficult area
to collect statistics in, especially on a voluntary basis. I am not opti-
mistic about anyone’s ability to collect reliable data.

The figures I have heard range from 6 to 12 million. If I had to turn
out a figure like that on unemployment, I would be routed out of this
room. :

Senator Proxmire. This is the first Friday in August. Maybe by
the first Friday in September you can give us at least an understand-
ing of what we have to do to get these statistics.

Mr. Suiskin. Yes, we will give it some thought.

Senator Proxmire. One of the most controversial proposals:to
come out of any administration in the last 20 years is the notion
that we might increase the retirement age for people on social security
from 65 to 68, and I can tell you that got quite a reaction in my State.
I am sure it did all over the country. Can you give us. a notion of
what effect that might have on employment and unemployment if
Wea increase the age of retirement under social security from 65 to
-68¢

Mr. SHisIN. At the present time, we count anyone 16 and over,
who is not working, as employed, not working and looking for work.

Senator Proxmire. My point, of course, is that people who now
retire on social security, and who are then not in the labor force,
are not considered unemployed, is that right?

Mr. Suamskin. Right.

Senator Proxmire. If those people were not on social security, they
would have to be working or looking for a job.

Mr. Sk, I am sorry to say, again, that I can’t be helpful on
this question this morning, but we can give that thought and may
come up with useful comments.

It is an analytical job, and I might say as a preface to what I am
sure will take place in the next hour, that we should encourage analyt-
ical studies on this.

Senator Proxmire. We would like to have as much as you can
give us on that, too.

Throughout the recovery, the participation rate for adult women
has continued to rise. It is now almost 2 percent above the level of
July 1976. Do you expect women’s participation to continue to rise?

Mr. SusgiN. Yes, I do.

Senator Proxmire. What effect do you think that will have on
employment and unemployment figures?

Mr. Smsgin. Hopefully, it will raise the employment figures. I
think it is a good thing that many women are coming into the market,
though one of the impacts will be that it will raise the employment
figures. However, the total GNP will also be raised. The effect
should raise total employment. I think that will be one effect.



1885

I think it will also raise unemployment, or will tend to raise it.
The reason is that the path toward employment is usually as follows:
People are not in the labor force. Then, they enter the labor force
as unemployed, and then they become employed.

When you have a lot more people entering the labor force, the
unemployment rate tends to be higher.

Some people have put this in terms that I don’t like as much ; namely,
what they say is that women have higher unemployment rates than
men, but I think a better way to look at that is that, when you have
a Jarge surge of any group into the labor force, their unemployment
rate is bound to be higher.

Senator ProxMire. Isn’t it possible that, if the Carter program
works, if we can stem the inflow of illegal aliens, keep them out, that
might help reduce the unemployment rate and make it more possible
for women entering the labor force to get jobs?

Mr. SHISKIN. It is possible, but I don’t know. There are many differ-
ent arguments on that. In the early part of this century, we are having
millions of immigrants and employment was rising all the time.

Senator ProxMire. Now, let me ask you questions about the Whole-
sale Price Index.

Mr. SuiskIN. Do you want to have Mr. Ruggles here?

Senator Proxmire. I would like both of you to respond to this.

Mr. Ruggles points out that the major deficiencies in the Wholesale
Price Index are as follows: No. 1, the weighting system used; No. 2,
the scope and coverage of wholesale price data; No. 3, the classifica-
tion system on which the Wholesale Price Index is based ; and, No. 4,
the nature of change in the prices obtained from producers.

I want to ask Mr. Shiskin for his reactions before he leaves.

Mr. Rugglessays:

That what is called wholesale prices actually is confined to industrial sector
prices, and steps should be taken to develop new sets of price data for other
sectors of the economy. Even within the industrial sector, wholesale price data
now collected cover adequately only 25 percent of the 4-digit SIC industries,
accounting for somewhat under half of the production in mining and manu-
facturing.

The impression is that the index covers virtually all our mining
and manufacturing, but Ruggles shows that it does not.

Second, he says that, “In some instances, whole price data fail
to capture true changes in transaction prices.”

The index does not capture actual changes in discounts or rebates
offered. The published wholesale price, in other words, may be one
thing, and the prices charged, particularly in a recession, may be
lower, and therefore the transaction prices may be lower.

Professor Ruggles also states that :

Quality improvements which do not cause equivalent cost increases are not
taken into account. Similarly, new products are not introduced into the price
index in such a way that they are linked to the products which they are re-
placing, and therefore the effect of product improvement due to the introduc-
tion of new products is excluded.

This has a tendency to exaggerate the rise in the wholesale prices.

He says that at present, order and shipment prices are intermingled
in the Wholesale Price Index. Current order prices are clearly not suit-
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able for evaluating current shipments if an appreciable order-to-ship-
ment lag exists.

In addition to these problems, Ruggles suggests that the entire
Wholesale Price Index suffers from conceptual o%solescence. It remains
3 general price index developed without references to other economic

ata.

Ruggles emphasizes the importance of combining data gathering
and reporting with interpretation and analysis. He says:

In the field of price statistics, the lack of adequate analysis has had serious
effects in limiting our understanding of what has been happening in the economy.
Although careful analysis of specific sectors and industries could have made it
possible to distinguish the effects of demand pressures on prices from cost pres-
sures, such analyses were not done, except by private researchers.

He points out that the notion that we had for a long time of the off-
set between inflation and unemployment ; that is, that the way to ease
inflation is to slow down the expansion a little bit and let unemploy-
ment rise, and then the pressure on prices might not be as much, can
well be misleading without adequate price statistics.

In other words, we have the problem that the Phillips curve analysis
which underlies much of the policy designed to contain inflation, is not
backed up by the kind of price, wage, and employment data that are
needed to test this hypothesis.

In short, the statistical agencies have been seriously delinquent in
providing decisionmakers with information which is directly relevant
to the central questions of economic policy.

As a result Professor Ruggles says that he is convinced that publica-
tion of the Wholesale Price Index in its deficient state, unaccompanied
by any analysis of price behavior, has been extremely costly in terms
of its encouragement of misguided economic policy. guch policy, pur-
sued in 1974, has resulted in massive unemployment, substantial loss in
output, slower long-term growth, and intensified inflationary pressures.

Professor Ruggles said that: : )

An analysis of the wholesale price index would have clearly pointed out that
the price increases, in 1974, were primarily due to rises in the prices of oil and
agricultural products on the world market, neither of which could be brought
down by restrictive domestic monetary and fiscal policy.

This is a very serious indictment, and it is one, it seems to me, that
you as the principal statistical official of the country should be chal-
lenged to answer. ’

Mr. Saiskin. OK. :

First, let me say that we are fully aware of the limitations of the
Wholesale Price Index.

In fact, until Mr. Ruggles’ report came out, I used to say that the
best criticism of the WPI appeared in our budget requests. You can
find almost all these points, though we don’t have this kind of evalua-
tion, in the budget statements for the past few years. :

For the first part of the 1970’s the BLS price staff has been con-
centrating on improving the CPI.

Fortunately, in a short period of time, early next year, we will have
a new CPI, which will be one of the best indexes in the world, if not
the very best.

We also at the same time have developed a plan for providing the
users with a similar high-quality index of wholesale prices. That plan
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has now been laid out and covers a long period of time. By and large,
it is very consistent with Mr. Ruggles’ proposals. He worked very
closely with us when he was writing that report, and there was gen-
eral agreement between us. In time, with budget authority, we will
produce a WPI of good quality which will not be subject to the
criticisms you just described. That will be in 4 or 5 years.

In the meantime, however, I want to call to your attention and
everybody else’s that we have been publishing for many years a very
good index of what you might call for a moment, “wholesale prices,”
and that is the index of the price of finished goods. We publish an
index of the price of finished goods every month in our release. We
have a breakdown on that, including producers and consumer finished
goods. We also show similar indexes for intermediate materials and
raw materials.

Those indexes are all unduplicated indexes, and, while they have
limitations of their own in terms of the quality of the data and the
size of the sample, they do not suffer from the——

Senator Proxmirg. If I could interrupt.

Mr. Suiskin. If I could, I would first like to add only one remark.

A few years ago, we added to our release a text table which shows
the finished goods index along with others, along with the components.

Starting in another month or two, probably in September, we are
going to try to emphasize even more the finished goods index. So, in
summary, we are very well aware of Professor Ruggles’ criticisms. We
agree with them by and large. We have a long-term plan which I think
will solve all or most of the problems that the criticisms are directed
to, and we have a short-term plan which will at least deemphasize the
WPI as it is published today.

Senator Proxmire. That is a very comforting and helpful reponse.
At the same time, I am just wondering if, in view of the deficiencies
that you agree appear in the Wholesale Price Index, whether we should
continue publishing it.

Wouldn’t it be wise—well, you say we have a Consumer Price Index
coming on soon which will be the best, you think, anywhere. We have
a GNP deflator. I don’t know the quality of that. I haven’t heard an
analysis of that. .

The Wholesale Price Index, if it is as bad and deceptive and mis-
chievous in its effect on stabilization policy, it seems to me we would
be wiser to drop it.

Mr. SmisgiN. That may be true. There are two points of view that
I have been hearing in discussions of that very question. Bear in mind
we do have a very good unduplicated index, the index of finished goods
prices. _

Senator ProxMire. The index of finished goods prices. Will you
take a minute to explain how that is different in concept from the
‘Wholesale Price Index? How comprehensive is that, in the first place ?
What does it include, and what does it exclude ?

Obviously it excludes what is in the Consumer Price Index. It
excludes services; right?

Mr. Sumskin. It excludes services, but what it includes is the prices
of finished goods produced in the mining, manufacturing, and agri-
culture industries.
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But these are just finished goods. Now, we have been publishing
this index all along. What it shows is a much slower rate of increase
during periods of rapid inflation, and, of course, a slower rate of
decline during periods when the rate of increase is slowing down.

_ We have been publishing that index, but haven’t been able to bring
it to people’s attention adequately.

The official WPI, on the other hand, includes prices at different
stages of production, so it includes raw goods prices, up to finished
goods prices. When they all move together, there is no problem. But
sometimes they don’t all move together. So when you get rapid rises
in some parts, more rapid than in others, you tend to exaggerate the
total increase.

_ We are well aware of that, and as I started to say, we have been con-
sidering two strategies, or maybe three strategies.

One of them is to very quickly eliminate the WPI official index and
substitute for it the finished goods index and its components.

Now, there is a problem with that, which is that the public is not
only very familiar with the WPI, but it is very widely used in
escalation.

Senator Proxmire. I think as Mr. Ruggles said, historical review is
most helpful. He points out the WPI goes back to 1890. It is our oldest
price index. To abandon it requires a decision by the President of the
United States, himself. But, as I say, if it is misleading us; if we are
following the wrong kinds of economic policies; if we have very heavy

unemployment because of it; perhaps we ought to drop it now. Maybe .

that dramatic step would call attention to the past mistakes we have
made and help us to correct our policies.

Mr. SurskiN. That is one option we are considering.

The second option is to phase it out.

That is, as this program we have for improving the data, so that we
can come up with an unduplicated index, develops, we can emphasize
more the new components of the index and again the finished goods

rices index, so that we can slowly phase out the WPL

The third option that we have thought about is, in the next 6 to 9
months, let’s say, to make a crash effort to come out with an index that
is analogous in coverage to the WPI, but doesn’t have the duplication.
We refer to that as a net output price index. :

- So these options are under very active consideration, and we have

had extensive discussions with Professor Ruggles, and we have had
extensive discussions with the top economists in the Federal Gov-
ernment.

Senator Proxurre. One more question on this.

Mr. Surskn. It is not something we are not aware of and aren’t
giving a great deal of attention to.

Senator Proxmire. Could you make this crash change in the next
6 to 9 months without additional appropriations?

Mr. Suiskin. My experience is that my staff tells me we can’t do
anything without additional appropriations, so let my staff answer
that.

Senator ProxmIre. Mr. Layng.

Mr. Lay~e. I don’t think it is necessarily a money problem. It is a
people problem. It is finding the trained people who can do that kind
of work in that kind of time frame, recognizing that we would have

-
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to continue publication of the Wholesale Price Index during that
period, and a substantial amount of our resources do go into that effort.
So I don’t think it is a large expenditure of funds, but it is a question of
a limited number of qualified people who can do that kind of work
quickly.

Senator Proxymire. Mr. Shiskin, we were delighted to have you, and
we would be happy to have you stay.

Mr. Smiskin. I would like to stay.

Senator Proxmire. Mr. Ruggles, I apologize for kind of scooping
you, but I couldn’t resist it. We had Mr. Shiskin here, and I thought
we ought to challenge him, and I think he made a helpful and con-
structive response.

We would like you to take over. Go ahead.

STATEMENT OF RICHARD RUGGLES, PROFESSOR OF ECONOMICS,
YALE UNIVERSITY

Mr. Réccres. First, I want to make it clear that the statement 1
am presenting is not the same as the review and evaluation which was
done for the Council on Wage and Price Stability, and in fairness
to Mr. Shiskin, I think it should be pointed out that many of the things
I am about to say derive more from asking what difference it makes
that the WPI has had the characteristics that it has had. These are
not matters that were in the report. They are my own views, not tech-
nical criticisms.

As Mr. Shiskin indicated, my technical criticisms have been dis-
cussed with the BLS, and I-think we are in general agreement on
them: I don’t think Mr. Shiskin is to blame at all for the present state
of affairs. It is quite like the story told by President Carter about a
drunk who, when he was arrested for setting fire to his bed, admitted
that he was drunk, but claimed that the bed was on fire when he got
into it. And I am sure the wholesale price was on fire.

Mr. SuxsgiN. I don’t admit anything like that. [Laughter. ]

Mr. RuceLes. Would you wish me to present my statement, or should
I just answer questions ¢

Senator ProxMire. Why don’t you present your statement. I have
read a few parts of it, but I think it is an excellent statement. We will
print it in full in the record.

If you would like to summarize it, you may.

Mr. Ruacres. The Wholesale Price Index is one-of the oldest sta-
tistical series published by the Federal Government. It was authorized
by the Senate Finance Committee in an attempt to get some measure
of how foreign trade prices were affecting the domestic economy; and
I think it is interesting to note that this question has never been an-
swered, which is, indeed, unfortunate.

Senator Proxmige. That is one of the questions I had that the staff
had prepared for me to ask Mr. Shiskin, but I figured that there was
no way that he could give us an answer to that. Maybe there is, and
if he would like to later on, perhaps he can. It is interesting that that
goes way back to 1890.

Mr. Ruceres. That is right. Originally, as you pointed out, the WPT
included only about 200 commodities, and their prices were simply
averaged on the ground that this would reflect the price level. In the
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early years of the index’s existence the Fisher theory of money was
popular and this entailed a concept of the price level around which
all prices in economy revolved. It was believed that any sample of
prices would show what the change in the price level-was.

Over time, the WPI did evolve. A weighting system was introduced
around World War I, and the number of commodities was gradually
increased so that today there are approximately 2,700 commodities and
9,000 observations. But it is still true that the concept of the Whole-
sale Price Index is true to its origins, and to what it was around World
War I some 60 years ago.

In 1961, the Stigler committee reported to this Joint Committee on
its review of price statistics. That committee made specific recom-
mendations. I was on that committee, and the suggestions made at
that time regarding.the WPI never were adopted. Many of the sug-
gestions are the same suggestions that BLS is now considering putting
into effect, some 15 years later.

I think it would be a mistake to abandon the Wholesale Price Index.
As Mr. Shiskin has indicated, this index is widely used. Incidentally,
the GNP implicit deflator is based on it and so are most other measures
of real output. It is the only game in town and everybody relies on
the wholesale price data.

Senator Proxmire. It is not quite the “only game in town.” You
have the Consumer
Mr. Ruceres. But if you want to refer to whole sectors of the econ-

omy where you want to measure real output——

Senator Proxmire. Mr. Ruggles, if we are getting misinformation
from it, as you allege so strongly as you go along, and if we follow
mischievous policies that slow growth and increase unemployment, it
seems to me we might be better off without it.

Mr. Ruceres. Abolishing information dosen’t necessarily solve your
problems.

Senator Proxmire. I am not saying “abolish information,” but to
gci _t%lother information which we know is more accurate and more
reliable,

Mr. RucerLes. Yes; I think there is something to be said for that,
and I would like to see a conversion to a net output-weighted index as
soon as possible. I think this would be useful, because I think it would
reduce the noise in the system. :

Let me go through some of the deficiencies that I did note in my
report to the Council on Wage and Price Stability. The system of
weighting which we have been discussing was one of the central ones.

Because the value of shipments is used as the basis for weighing,
it does mean that those commodities that are sold after some processing
and then sold again after more processing are counted in the index
much more heavily than they should be. This means that crude ma-
terials, agricultural products and so on, are unduly weighted.

Now, what really sﬁould be done is that in order to construct appro-
priate indexes for different levels of aggregation—such as the prod-
uct or the product class, the 4-digit industry and the 2-digit industry—
a system of weights should be developed based on sales outside the
grouping for which the index is being compiled.

I don’t think that this is a very difficult process. It is hard to get
this information, but even an approximation of it, I think, would be
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far better than the present system. With a well-constructed set of
wholesale price information, or I would prefer to call it “industrial
sector price information,” we would be in a much better position to
analyze the degree to which a given industry is absorbing, passing
along, or initiating price changes, and I think this is crucial to the
analysis of inflation. ’

The scope of the Wholesale Price Index, I have also suggested,
has been somewhat inadequate. The index, even by BLS’s own defini-
tion, covers only those commodities sold in commercial transactions
in the primary markets of the United States, and in practice this is
limited to agriculture, mining and manufacturing. The-agricultural
prices are supplied by the Department of Agriculture for the most
part, so that really what BLS collects are the commodities in mining
and manufacturing. Within this area they report only 25 percent of
the SIC industries, but since these industries are the more important
ones, they account for about half the output of mining and manufac-
turing. However, that means about half the output of mining and
manufacturing is not really covered at all.

Now, in terms of the actual prices collected, BLS uses what is euphe-
mistically referred to as “judgmental data collection,” which means
that they do not do systematic probability sampling, and this pre-
vents the estimation of sampling errors. It reduces the efficiency of
the collection effort and results in coverage which is often uneven,
redundant or inadequate.

As a matter of fact, one of the difficulties I had in determining the
reliability of the index was the fact there was no sampling basis and
it was not really possible to make tests. BLS has indicated that they
are launching a program of probability sampling. They do face the
difficulty of getting an adequate sample frame, and I think for this they
will have to get the cooperation of other statistical agencies.

I also think, and this is a point on which BLS may not fully agree,
that there are many different needs for price information, some
monthly, some quarterly, and some annual, and that different kinds
of price data are needed for different purposes. For example, the
annual data very often are used for analysis of productivity, which
is difficult to do on a quarterly or monthly basis. Since different kinds -
of price information are needed for different purposes, I feel a strategy
of collecting price data needs to be designed.

The classification system which the WPT uses is unique. Again, they
are not really to be blamed for this, because the index is so old. They
started trying to work out detailed price specifications before the SIC
code was available. It is very difficult to make transformations between
the BLS 8-digit code and the 7-digit Standard Industrial Classifica-
tion which all the other Government agencies use.

This means that it is very difficult to relate the wholesale price data
and other related data. Again, BLS is aware of this, and I think this is
one of the things that they are expecting to change. .

Ideally, what one would like to have are the prices at which trans-
actions are taking place. This is a very difficult thing to measure, and
BLS is not to be faulted for having difficulty with it. In many cases
there is no satisfactory solution, but it does seem to me that greater
effort can be made to develop alternative measures, to-do research

and development in this area as to what differences alternative proce-
dures make. '
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This is also true with quality change and the introduction of new
products. The errors here, especially over long periods of time, may be
very large indeed. Robert Gordon, who has been doing a study at the
National Bureau on this, estimates that the differences in price meas-
urement may be as much as 3 percent a year between the current meas-
ure and a measure which would take quality change and new products
fully into account. ‘

Senator Proxmire. So instead of the 7-percent inflation rate, we
might have a 4 percent? :

Mr. Ruacres. That is correct or, more bluntly, over the period from
1947 to 1967, when the Wholesale Price Index was reporting price
increases, there was, in fact, a very substantial price decline.

Senator Proxmire. A price decline ?

Mr. RueeLes. Yes.

Senator ProxMIRE. When was this?

Mr. Ruacres. Over the 20-year period 1947 to 1967. _

Senator Proxmire. That is certainly interesting. The prices went
down and we didn’t know it ?

Mr. RueerLes. That is correct. That is at least Gordon’s conclusion,
though other people take issue with that. My own feeling is that this
question is so highly subjective that it would not be too difficult to
make estimates that were even more extreme than Gordon’s.

Senator Proxmire. Let me interrupt to ask for an example of that.
Would you say an example might be in the improvement in television,
an improvement in automobiles?

Mr. Rueores. And in the use of printed circuits to produce calcula-
tors. These would be brought in as a new product, and no price
change would be recorded despite the fact that a $10 electronic calcu-
lator might be replacing a $300 mechanical calculator.

Senator Proxmrre. But how could this be big enough? Not many
bought calculators.

Mr. Rueores. But it refers to lots of things, to things like tires, to
fabrics, and it is widespread throughout the economy wherever new
products and quality changes come into being. , '

Senator Proxmire. The service where you buy foods ready to
" prepare?

Mr. Ruceres. That is another thing, substitution of new products
for previous techniques or processes are an important dimension of
quality change. But you did mention this problem of order and ship-
ment prices. This was, in fact, somewhat of a shock to me, and I think
to the Bureau of Labor Statistics themselves, when we drew a sample
and we found that, in fact, different price reporters were giving quite
different kinds of prices. Some of them were giving the figure at
which they had been making current shipments of goods that had been
ordered in the past, and the others were giving prices on goods ordered
new for shipment in the future. Where the order to shipment timelag
is zero, obviously these two prices coincide, but in many areas there
might be as much as a year between the order and the shipment, so
that, in fact, two prices currently being reported might refer to peri-
ods as much as a year apart, and when this information is pooled, the
exact timing of the price measurement is highly ambiguous.

I think, though, the thing that disturbs me most is perhaps some-
thing that did not come out fully in the report, and that is the con-
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ceptual obsolescence of the Wholesale Price Index. 1t is still really
drawn up as if it measured the price level of the economy, and is de-
veloped independently of other price information. .

Now, since the origin of the Wholesale Price Index other price
measurements have been developed, such as the Consumer Price Index;
import-export prices, and, of course, the GNP deflator. But unfortu-
nately there is no system of prices in which the various kinds of price
measurements are fitted together and can be related to each other and
reconciled. Rather, each set of price indexes has been developed
independently.

I know that it is very often said that changes in the Wholesale
Price Index are likely to be reflected in changes in consumer prices
in subsequent periods, but BLS has not in fact systematically related
the prices collected at the wholesale price level to the consumer price
data, nor the import and export price indexes to either the wholesale
price data or consumer price data.

In analytic terms, the objective of price measurement should be to
partition the changes in current transaction values into their price
and quantity components. Consistent price and quantity measures
would require that the change in price and the change i quantity
taken together should fully explain the change in current values, but
when price measurements are developed without reference to either
value or quantity data, no such consistency is assured, and serious
errors in measurement can occur.

Perhaps equally as serious as the separation of price, quantity and
value data is the development of price data independently from other
economic data which are directly relevant to an understanding of price
behavior. Data on new orders, inventories, employment, wages are all
needed to understand the causes of price changes and assess their
impact on the economy. Unfortunately, the method of collecting price
data, the methods now used, make it almost impossible to obtain any
insight into the relationship among prices, wages, output and employ-
ment. The compilation of aggregate price data separately from other
economic data, using different producers operating under different
conditions in different parts of the country, destroys the very infor-
mation that is required for such analysis. These separate collection
efforts by different statistical agencies for related economic data not
only destroy the comparability and usefulness of the data collected
but also add to the reporting burden on the private sector and to the
load on the data processing resources of the Federal statistical agency.
Thus the poorly coordinated, duplicative, and haphazard nature of
Federal statistical activities results in poor data obtained at high cost.

One of the central problems of Federal statistical activities has been
the lack of sufficient analysis and evaluation. Raw data are not infor-
mation. Careful analysis and evaluation are required to make data
relevant to policy decisionmaking.

The lack of analysis has often been defended on the ground that
analysis could be politically motivated, and that in order to assure
confidence in the integrity of the system, analysis should be separated
from collection. But the real problem may be that there has been too
much misplaced confidence and not enough questioning of the data
published.
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The agencies collecting and processing the original data should have
the responsibility for analyzing it, since they originate the basic data,
are most familiar with it, and are in the best position to process and
analyze it. Thoughtful analysis in conjunction with research and de-
velopment on the data base itself is the best way of improving the
quality and usefulness of the information generated.

But analysis at the collection point is not sufficient. The collection
agency has an obligation to provide the data in such a manner that
independent analysis can be carried out both by other government
agencies and by private business, academic and research groups out-
side of the Government. It is only through the possibility of alterna-
tive analyses that the integrity of Federal statistics can be assured.
Absence of analysis by a collection agency is not a good insurance of
integrity.

In the field of price statistics, the lack of adequate analysis has had
serious effects in limiting our understanding of what has been happen-
ing in the economy. Although careful analysis of specific sectors and
industries could have made it possible to distinguish the effects of
demand pressures on prices from cost pressures, such analyses were
not done except by private researchers. Nor has the wage-price spiral
been adequately examined. It is quite apparent that rising prices do
affect wages and, conversely, rising wage costs are often passed along
as price increases. But relevant information has not been brought to
bear on this question.

Similarly, the tradeoff between the effects of unemployment and
wage increases on prices has not been assessed in quantitative terms.
The Phillips curve analysis underlies much of policy designed to con-
tain inflation, but the kind of price, wage and employment data
required to test this hypothesis has not been developed. In short, the
statistical agencies have been seriously delinquent in providing deci-
sionmakers with information which is directly relevant to the central
questions of economic policy.

It may be argued that true answers to questions involving price
measurement are not possible, and that the statistical agencies should
be responsible for reporting only the facts. The history of the past
decade suggests that such a view is a gross simplification of the situa-
tion, and 1s primarily to be interpreted as an excuse for not providing
the kind of information which is required.

I am convinced that publication of the Wholesale Price Index in its
deficient state, unaccompanied by any analysis of price behavior, has
been extremely costly in terms of its encouragement of misguided
economic policy, which in turn has resulted in massive unemployment,
substantial loss in output, slow long-term growth, and intensified infla-
tionary pressures. The double-digit rise of the Wholesale Price Index
in 1973 and 1974 was taken as evidence of an economy-wide infla-
tionary process which required strict monetary controls and cutbacks
of Government spending. Although a number of reasons were put forth
for the price inflation, including the Vietnam war expenditures 7 or 8
years earlier, excessive Federal expenditures and the Federal deficit,
none of these were, in fact, significant factors. The recession of 1970
had already intervened since the peak Vietnam war expenditures. Fed-
eral expenditures had been declining in real terms since 1969. And the
Federal budget was in balance at the end of 1973. The deficits did not
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become significant until the recession of 1975 caused a serious decline
in Government receipts. .

An analysis of the Wholesale Price Index would have clearly pointed
out that the price increases were primarily due to rises in the prices of
oil and agricultural products on the world market, neither of which
could be brought down by restrictive domestic monetary and fiscal
policy. At the time Charles Schultze and William Nordhaus, both of
whom are now on the Council of Economic Advisers, independently
made such analyses of the price behavior of the economy. But the
official Wholesale Price Index, which gave undue weight to both agri-
cultural products and oil, was used as an indicator of inflation around
which traditional anti-inflationary forces rallied. As a consequence,
what were intended as anti-inflation measures operated instead to
restrict output and employment, resulting in the sharpest recession
since the Great Depression of the 1930’s.

Slowing down the economy, furthermore, prevented the normal in-
crease in. productivity from taking place; that productivity increase,
if it had taken place, could have ameliorated the effects of external
price increases. Instead, declining productivity exacerbated the in-
crease in costs and prices. In terms of long-run economic growth, the
emergence of excess capacity and the low levels of profits combined to
reduce capital formation, thus reducing potential future growth.

In summary, Federal statistical agencies should be expected to pro-
vide relevant and valid information. Publication of large masses of
conceptually inadequate, confusing, and irrelevant data should not be
tolerated. To the casual observer, such a situation may appear to con-
stitute an information overload, but to those responsible for making
decisions in both the legislative and executive branches of the Govern-
ment, the lack of consistent, coherent, and relevant information may
be a serious barrier to developing sound and useful policies.

[The prepared statement of Mr. Ruggles follows:]

PREPARED STATEMENT OF RICHARD RUGGLES
THE HISTORY OF THE WHOLESALE PRICE INDEX AND ITS CURRENT ROLE

The wholesale price index is one of the oldest statistical series published by
the Federal Government. It was authorized in 1891 by the Senate Committee on
Finance for the purpose of investigating the effect of the tariff laws on trade,
domestic production, and prices. Tt was first published in 1902, covering the years
1890-1901. Initially it was an unweighted average of price relatives, covering
approximately 200 commodities. Although the interest in establishing a whole-
sale price index originated in the relation of international trade to the domestic
economy, the prevailing climate of economic theory was such that the goal
which was in fact sought was a single number for the value of money : a measure
of prices in general. Neither the selection nor the weighting of commodities was
considered important, since it was thought that even a random sample of un-
weighted items would adequately reveal the central tendency of price changes.

Since those early days, the wholesale price index has continued to evolve.
By World War ], a weighting system had been introduced, and the index was
calculated by building up aggregates of values based on fixed quantity weights.
By 1940 the number of commodities had expanded to approximately 900, and
the index was based on 2,000 individual price quotations. Now, the index covers
about 2,700 commodities and is based on more than 9,000 observations. Despite
the increase in the number of series and observations, however, the wholesale
price index is conceptually still remarkably similar to what it was 60 years ago.
The major reorientation of the index urged by the Price Statistics Review Com-
mittee in 1961 never took place, and the index has continued to evolve along
the lines previously established.
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Even though the wholesale price index is conceptually obsolete, it is never-
theless still one of the central economic indicators used to measure the health
of the economy, and the indexes for specific commodities and industries consti-
tute the basis for the deflation of the current value data of the national accounts
to derive real output measures. It is not that the wholesale price data are ideally
suited for these tasks, but rather that they are the only game in town. The pres-
ent staff of the Bureau of Labor Statistics are not to blame for this state of
affairs. They inherited the wholesale price index, and demand from users for
continuity coupled with the difficuity of change has perpetuated the situation.
The basic problem lies in the nature of the statistical system as a whole. Insuf-
ficient attention is devoted to research and development in the area of statistical
measurement, the collection of data is sharply separated from its analysis, and
there is a general lack of flexibility on the part of statistical agencies in meet-
ing the changing needs of government.

MAJOR DEFICIENCIES OF THE WHOLESALE PRICE INDEX

Although the wholesale price index has a considerable number of detailed
technical deficiencies, these can be broadly grouped into four major classes
which seriously affect the use of the index as a valid measure of price change.

These relate to (1) The weighting system used; (2) the scope and coverage of

wholesale price data; (3) the classification system on which the wholesale price
index is based; and (4) the nature of the prices obtained from producers.

The system of weighting.—The system of weighting wholesale price data
which is used by BLS results in overall price indexes which are misleading. The
use of value of shipments weights to combine commodity price data into aggre-
gate price indexes overweights raw material inputs and intermediate outputs. As
a consequence, the behavior of the general wholesale price index unduly reflects
the behavior of these commodities. This feature has been particularly important
in periods when agricultural prices, oil prices, and prices of imported raw
materials have fluctuated widely. The importance of such price changes in the
total domestic economy has been exaggerated, and other price changes taking
place at the same time have been obscured. In order to construct appropriate
indexes for different levels of aggregation—product, product class, 4-digit indus-
try, and 2-digit industry—a system of net output weights should be developed
which would weight the commodity price data by the amount of the commodi-
ties sold outside the grouping for which the index is being compiled. At the
more highly disaggregated levels, such net output weights would correspond
quite closely to the gross output weights now used. At higher levels of aggrega-
tion, however, the duplication of raw materials and intermediate products
would be eliminated. It would also be useful to compile input price indexes at
a fairly detailed industry level. Such price indexes would be important for
'an_alyzing the degree to which a given industry is absorbing, passing along, or
initiating price changes. They are also a necessary ingredient in the process of
measuring real value added by industry and in the development of productivity
measures. .

. The 8cope and coverage of the wholesale price index.—The wholesale price
mdex. is not a general price index; even in terms of the BLS definition it is
(_)nly }ntended to cover prices of “commodities sold in commercial transactions
1n primary markets of the United States.” Essentially this has meant in practice
tha_t coverage is limited to producers’ prices in agriculture, mining and manufac-
tunpg. Agricultural prices are supplied for the most part by the Department of
Agn?u}ture, so that the wholesale prices which BLS collects refer almost entirely
to mining and manufacturing. This should be explicitly recognized, by renaming
the set of wholesale price data collected by BLS “industrial sector prices,” and
steps should be taken to develop new sets of price data for the other sect’ors of
the economy. Even within the industrial sector, wholesale price data now col-
}ected cover adequately only 25 percent of the 4-digit SIC industries, accounting
or somgwha}t under half of the px"oduction in mining and manufaecturing, A

; : is required if the objecti
coverage is to be achieved even for industrial sector prices. jective of adequate

Within the present scope of price

coverage that is uneven and often inadequate. Unfortunately,

is not done on a probability basis, it has not been possible o Botne sampling

to determine how

v
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!

he present system of collection is. For the same reason, the BLS has
fffﬁ? otf delzermining where it should concgntrate its efforts in order tq improve
the sampling reliability of the wholesale price data. A sampling frmpe is needed
as the basis for developing a probability sample. This glready exists in of:her
statistical agencies of the Federal Government, and it should be obtained
hrough cooperation with them. .
‘ ;‘oinilly, tlfle current method of price collectioq involves collecting the same
number of series each month. It should be recognized that the needs for bench-
mark, annual, quarterly, and monthly price indexes are different, and the samples
for these different periods should be designed accordingly.' .

Classification system.—The classification system on which the wholesale price
index is based is inappropriate. The wholesale price commodity classification
system is unique, and is not directly related to the Standard Industrial Classi-
fication (SIC) system which is used in other Federal Statistical agencies. This
makes it difficult to relate wholesale price data to other economic data, and
seriously impairs the usefulness and relevancy of the wholesale price program.
The SIC should be used as the basic classification system. This can be done
within the input-output framework, so that price behavior can be traced through
the economy to link raw material and intermediate price changes to price
changes of final ouput.

The nature of the prices collected by BLS.—In some instances wholesale price
data fail to capture true changes in transactions prices. Although BLS tries to
obtain actual transactions prices, the prices which are reported to them often
do not fully reflect changes in discounts and rebates or special prices which may
be offered. As a result, in some cases the wholesale price index does not show
the softening of price increases which may occur in a period of oversupply or
declining economic activity, and conversely it may underestimate the increase
in prices with increasing economic activity and the tightening up of supplies.
Numerous studies seem to suggest that this is a serious deficiency of the present
wholesale price index. Unfortunately, there does not appear to be any simple or
straightforward solution to this problem. Recourse to purchaser prices may
introduce into the producer price index fluctuations in prices which occur at other
points in the distribution system, and the current practice of averaging the
reports from different kinds of sources into one commodity series prevents the
user from knowing what type of information the price measurement is based on.
Nor do unit values necessarily provide a measure of change in transaction prices,
because of product mix effects. Net realized prices may be useful where these are
available on a narrow enough basis, but here again the resulting change in price
may be due to the change in the mix of customers who pay different prices.
Although no single type of information can be relied upon to provide transactions
prices, monitoring of a number of different types of price information can help in
keeping track of the direction and magnitude of the bias from this source. For
this reason it is important that in areas where there is likely to be a major dif-
ference between the wholesale price data and actual transaction prices, addi-
tional collection of other kinds of data should be undertaken to provide a basis
for explicit adjustment of the reported prices. i

A-second problem arises in connection with the use of specification pricing and
the manner in which new products are brought into the wholesale price index.
The methods used result in measures which omit most of .the quality change
which takes place. Specification pricing is used by BLS to insure that the same
product is priced in each of the two periods being compared. When products do
not change in quality and no new products are introduced, this procedure results
in correct price measurement. When changes in product specifications result in
a corresponding change in the price of the product, BLS introduces a price adjust-
ment so that the change in specification does not result in a price change. How-
ever, if specification changes do not appear to be directly related to price changes,
no adjustment is made. Therefore quality improvements which do not cause
equivalent cost increases are not taken into account. Similarly, new products
are not introduced into the price index in such a way that they are Hnked to the
products which they are replacing, and therefore the effect of product improve-
ment due to the introduction of new products is excluded. It is very difficult to
f | quality change and new products adequately
into account. Hedonic price indexes are useful where prices can be attached to
the different characteristics of products. For many types of quality change
however, l}his is not possible. In other areas, functional specifications rathe1’-
than physical specifications may be found helpful. But here again, functional
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specifications are often highly subjective and where a product has many different
uses the importance of its different attributes may differ in these different uses.
As in the case of the transactions price problem, what is required in this area is
exploration of a number of different methods of developing adjustment factors.
At the present fime there is no general consensus on appropriate methods. But in
view of the overwhelming importance of this prouviem, systematic research
should be undertaken on how best to measure quality change due to product
change and the introduction of new products.

Finally, a problem is presented by the present intermingling of order and
shipment prices in the wholesale price index. Current order prices are not suit-
able for deflating current shipments if an appreciable order-to-shipment lag
exists. Shipment prices may not serve well as an early warning price inflation.
Combining the two types of data into one index is no solution, however. As a
first step, the BLS needs to determine for each price series whether it is, in fact,
an order price or a shipment price. The lag between orders and shipments is dif-
ferent at different stages of the business cycle, and it is important to obtain in-
formation on the order-to-shipment lag in various industries as a part of the
analysis of price behavior. Ideally, one would like to have both order and shipment
prices for each product in each industry. Where the order-to-shipment lag is
ponexistent only a single price is needed, and where the lag is very short it may
be posgible to adjust order prices by the order-to-shipment time lags to obtain
valid current price deflators. Where the lag is lengthy and variable, however, it
may be necessary to collect both order and shipment prices, since changed
economic conditions may lead to different discounts, rebates, or other conditions
of sale between the initial order and final billing. To the extent that more and
more contracts are subject to escalation, the discrepancy between the current
shipment prices and order prices may be expected to narrow. It is not possible
a priori to judge what specific areas will require both shipment and order prices,
but a study on a pilot basis would be helpful in determining this.

CONCEPTUAL OBSOLESCENCE OF THE WHOLESALE PRICE INDEX

The wholesale price index remains true to its original conception—it is a gen-
eral price index developed without reference to other economic data. Essentially,
the wholesale price index is conceived as measuring the price level of the economy,
despite the fact that the meaning of such a general measurement is open to
serious question. As time has passed, other price measurements such as the con-
sumer price index, import and export price indexes, and the implicit gross na-
tional product deflators have been developed. But unfortunately there is no sys-
tem of price indexes within which the various types of price measurements can be
related to each other and reconciled ; rather, each set of price indexes has been
developed independently. In reporting on the wholesale price index, radio and
television commentators often suggest that the changes in wholesale prices will
be reflected in consumer prices in subsequent periods. But within the BLS the
price data collected for the wholesale price index are not in fact systematically
related to the data collected for the consumer price index. Nor are price data
collected for import and export price indexes systematically related to either
wholesale price data or consumer price data.

In analytic terms, the objective of price measurement should be to partition the
changes in current transaction values into price and quantity components. Con-
sistent price and quantity measures would require that the two elements to-
gether fully explain changes in current values. But when price measurements are
developed without reference to either value or quantity data, no such consistency
is assured and serious errors in measurement can and do oceur.

Perhaps equally as serious as the separation of price, quantity, and value
data is the development of price data independently from other economic data
which are directly relevant to an understanding of price behavior. Data on new
orders, inventories, employment, and wage behavior are all needed to understand
the causes of price changes and assess their impact on the economy. Unfortu-
nately the methods of collecting price data now used make it almost impossible to
obtain any insight into the interrelationships of prices, wages, output, and em-
ployment. The aggregation of price data separately from other economic data
for different producers operating under different conditions in different parts
of the country destroys the very information that is required for such analyses.
The mounting of mdependent collection efforts by different statistical agencies
for related economic data not only destroys the comparability and usefulness of
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the data collected; it also adds to the reporting burden which is placed on the
private sector of the economy and on the data processing resources of Federal
statistical agencies. Thus, the poorly coordinated, duplicative, and haphazard
nature of Federal statistical activities results in poor data obtained at high cost.

One of the central problems.of Federal statistical activities has been the lack
of sufficient analysis and evaluation. Raw data is not information. Careful anal-
ysis and evaluation are required to make data relevant to policy decision making.
The lack of analysis has often been defended on the grounds that analysis could
be politically motivated, and that in order to insure confidence in the integrity of
the system analysis should be separated from collection. But the real problem
may well have been that there has been too much misplaced confidence and not
enough questioning of the meaning of the data published by statistical agencies.

The agencies collecting and processing the original data should have the respon-
sibility for analyzing it, since they originate the basic data, are most familiar
with it, and are in the best position to process and analyze it. Thoughtful analysis
in conjunection with research and development of the data base itself is the best
way of improving the quality and usefulness of the information generated. But
analysis at the collection point is not sufficient. The collection agency has an
obligation to provide the data in such a manner that independent analysis can
be carried out both by other government agencies and by private business, aca-
demic, and research groups outside of the government. It is only through the
possibility of alternative analyses that the integrity of Federal statistics can be
assured. Absence of analysis by a collection agency is not a good substitute for
integrity.

In the field of price statistics, the lack of adequate analysis has had serious
effects in limiting our understanding of what has been happening in the economy.
Although careful analysis of specific sectors and industries could have made it
possible to distinguish the effects of demand pressures on.prices from cost pres-
sures, such analyses were not done, except by private researchers.. Nor has the
wage-price spiral been adequately examined. It is quite apparent that rising
prices do affect wages, and conversely rising wage costs are often passed along
as price increases. But relevant information has not been brought to bear on this
question. Similarly, the effect of the tradeoff between unemployment and wage
increases on prices has not been assessed in quantitative terms. The Phillips
curve analysis underlies much of the policy designed to contain inflation, but the
kind of price, wage, and employment data required to test this hypothesis has
not been developed. In short, the statistical agencies have been seriously delin-
quent in providing decision makers with information which is directly relevant
to the central questions of economic policy.

THE IMPORTANCE OF PRICE INFORMATION

It may be argued that true answers to questions involving price measurement
are not possible, and that the statistical agencies should be responsible for
reporting only the facts. The history of the past decade suggests that such a
view is a gross oversimplification of the situation, and is primarily to be inter-
preted as an excuse for not providing the kind of information which is required.
I am convinced that publication of the wholesale price index in its deficient state,
unaccompanied by any analysis of price behavior, has been extremely costly in
terms of its encouragement of misguided economic policy, which in turn has
resulted in massive unemployment, substantial loss in output, slower long term
growth, and intensified inflationary pressures. The double digit rise of the whole-
sale price index in 1973 and 1974 was taken as evidence of an economy-wide
inflationary process which required strict monetary controls and cutbacks of
_Government spending. Although a number of reasons were put forth for the price
inflation, including the Vietnam War expenditures 7 or § years earlier, excessive
Federal expenditures and the Federal deficit, none of these were in fact signifi-
cant factors. The recession of 1970 had already intervened since the peak Viet-
nam war expenditures. Federal expenditures had been declining in real terms
Since 1969, And the Federal budget was in surplus at the end of 1973—the
deﬁc_its _did not become significant until the recession of 1975 caused a serious
decline in government receipts. An analysis of the wholesale price index would
have clearly pointed out that the price increases were primarily due to rises in
the prices of oil and agricultural products on the world market, neither of which
could be brought down by restrictive domestic monetary and fiscal policy. At the
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same time, Charles Schultze and William Nordhaus, both of whom are now on the
Council of Economic Advisers, did make such analyses of the price behavior of
the economy. But the official wholesale price index, which gave undue weight to
which traditional anti-inflationary forces rallied. As a consequences, what were
intended as anti-inflation measures operated instead to restrict output and
employment, resulting in the sharpest recession since the great depression of the
1930s. Slowing down the economy, furthermore, prevented the normal increase
in productivity from taking place; that productivity increase, if it had taken
place, could have ameliorated the effects of external price increases. Instead,
declining productivity exacerbated the increase in costs and prices. In terms of
long run economie growth, the emergence of excess capacity and the low levels of
profits combined to reduce capital formation, thus reducing potential future
growth.

In summary, Federal statistical agencies should be expected to provide relevant
and valid information. Publication of large masses of conceptually inadequate,
confusing, and irrelevant data should not be tolerated. To the casual observer,
such a situation may appear to constitute an information overload, but to those
responsible for making decisions in both the legislative and executive branches
of the Government, the lack of consistent, coherent and relevant information may
be a serious barrier to developing sound and useful policies,

Senator Proxmire. Thank you very much, Professor Ruggles.

Professor Ruggles, I want to make sure I understand what you are
saying here. It 1s a pretty devastating charge.

Mr. Ruceres. But it is not directed at BLS.

Senator Proxumire. You are saying that the people who gathered
these statistics and have given these statistics to us should give us an
analysis?

Mr. Ruccres. That is correct.

Senator Proxmire. If they do, I can see perhaps Julius Shiskin tak-
ing on Arthur Burns. Arthur Burns was the leader of this period
telling us that the Government fiscal policy was too extravagant, that
we were spending too much, and the deficit was responsible for much
of our inflation. Mr. Shiskin would have the unenviable job of serving
as factgatherer and then interpreting his statistics to argue that this
inflation was not caused primarily by too much demand, but rather
by rises in oil prices and agricultural prices. To do that, you would put
Mr. Shiskin or whoever occupied his position, in a tough position invit-
ing challenges to the integrity of the figures. It might seem that he is
gathering these figures and putting an interpretation on them to serve
his own value judgment.

Wouldn’t it be better to have Mr. Shiskin give us the facts and then
have the Council on Economic Advisers—outside experts and so on—
take these facts and give us an analysis of what they mean. We can
thpndhave a debate and Congress and the public can make up their
minds.

Mr. Rucares. There is a difference between analysis and what I con-
sider to be political judgments. What I am suggesting is that the
wholesale price information should have been laid out in sach a way
as to bring out the nature of the price change that was taking place.

Now, in a sense, they do this. In more recent years, they have begun
to compile stage-of-processing price indexes. I would suggest that this
is analysis. What I am really asking is what kind of information needs
to be provided to Mr. Burns in order for him to make the judgments.
Now, it requires analysis to figure out what is the relevant and per-
tinent information. The Wholesale Price Index from any analytic
point of view is quite unsatisfactory for this purpose.
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Senator ProxumIre. Here you had a situation, where William Simon,
Secretary of the Treasury, Arthur Burns, Chairman of the Federal
Reserve Board, Richard Nixon, and then Gerald Ford as President
of the United States, and Alan Greenspan as head of the Council of
Economic Advisers, all convinced that the trouble with our economy
was that the Government was spending too much money and that our
monetary policy was too extravagant.

If Mr. Shiskin or anybody in this office had tried to challenge that
- view by putting his own interpretation on his statistics, which it seems
to me 1s what you are asking, he would be right in the middle of a big
policy fight. It also seems to me it would be a perfectly understandable
reaction to get somebody in there who is going to reflect the Greenspan-
Simon-Nixon-Ford view of the economy. I wonder then if all of us
would be served by the analysis that you propose ?

Mr. RuccLEs. Let me say this. Until we had unemployment figures,
it was anybody’s guess what the unemployment was in the economy.
We did not get unemployment figures until the depression of the
1930’s made it necessary. Without unemployment figures, policymakers
could say, “Well, we don’t really have unemployment. There are no
facts to prove it,” and they could essentially base their policies on cer-
tain assumptions, or preconceptions. When useful information that is
relevant to policy decisions is provided, the decisionmakers have to
take this into account, and build it into their analysis. I am not sug-
gesting that the collecting agencies develop policy, but that they pro-
vide the kind of information that is necessary to analyze the situation.

Senator ProxMire. Mr. Shiskin.

Mr. Suiskin. I said earlier'that we agree with Professor Ruggles
on the need to improve the WPI itself, and I am willing to repeat that,
and do agree with him. We have a program as I said, laid out in our
budget, a plan over a 5- or 6-year period which could achieve his ends.
However, I must say I part company with Mr. Ruggles once he gets
beyond that.

Just a few comments that occur to me: One is that we do provide a
lot of industry detail. We provide data on farm product and oil and
the energy industries. We have a lot of detail. It is deficient and we
intended to correct those deficiencies.

A second point is that there is no lack of analysis. As far as I can see,
the city is full of analysts. There is an analytical staff in the Federal
Reserve Board. They study prices. In fact, they have a competitive
index of sensitive prices, which may be better than ours. There is an
analytical staff on the Council of Economic Advisers. There is an ana-
lytical staff in the Department of Commerce, both in the division that
prepares the GNP accounts and the other parts of the Department.

There are many private analysts. If there is one thing I think we are
not short of, it is analysis of the economy. No sooner do we issue our
figures than all kinds of analyses and interpretations of them appear
in the newspapers and magazines and bank letters and so on. I don’t
see a shortage of analysis.

Senator Proxmire. The announcement you made this morning on
unemployment went out on the air at 9 o’clock and it will be on the
news tonight and in the newspaper tomorrow morning and then we
will move on to other things. The analysis you make, the time you issue
statistics is critical in the judgment that the Congress and the public
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make, and the President and others make as to the way our economy
is moving. The timing is very important.

Mr. SHISKIN. Yes.

Senator Proxmire. To the extent that you can give us the analysis,
and I know it is awfully hard, but analysis that comes from a fair-
minded and competent expert, it seems to me, as Mr. Ruggles says,
would be helpful.

Mr. Sumsgin. I am in favor of more analysis, and especially we
should be doing more coordination, and we have been discussing how
we should achieve those ends. But bear in mind that I got these figures
yesterday morning and, you know, you cannot do much analysis in a
few hours that is worth much, particularly when it is done in a crash
production period.

On the other hand, the policy decisions are being made by the Coun-
cil of Economic Advisers, by the Federal Reserve Board, and: by the
Treasury, and they aren’t being made tonight, or the day the figures
come out. They are going to be made a little later, and they have very
good analytical staffs doing it.

One rhetorical question, and I do want to get to the question of sta-
tistics. It is a question to point up the issue. If there is such a need for
our analysis, how is it that all these top economic policymakers that I
have been dealing with now for 10 years or longer don’t ask us to do it ?

Senator Proxmire. They don’t want to have you horning in on their
power.

Mr. SurskiN. I don'’t really think that is it. In the past few weeks, I
have had three or four meetings with the members of the CEA, with
Nordhaus, and Gramley especially, with some participation from
Schultze, and that is not what they are asking us to do at all. They
want more basic data which they can analyze, and I think that is a
reasonable position. :

Let me make one other kind of comment. Mr. Ruggles’ comments on
the way statistics are gathered is too simplistic. The way I understand
him, is that the overwhelming objective is to get data on wages, prices,
and output that are all comparable. Now, that certainly is a highly
desirable objective. However, the pressure we get is to get data out
faster most of the time, better and faster. That is the main pressure
that I am subject to.

Now, to get data out faster, you cannot collect all the data together
because they are not ready in the companies at the same time. The data
that are ready first are the data on sales and payrolls. We could get
those data out fast. Now, we put out the payroll figures today, and the
employment figures today, and a few days from now the Census Bu-
reau will put out the data on retail sales. Two weeks later, you will get
the manufacturers’ shipments and orders. Two weeks after that, you
will get the data on inventories. My point is that policymakers don’t
want to wait around until we can get all these data nicely put together
and make sure they are comparable and then analyze them. They want
them as soon as they can get them.

By the way, there may be ways of coping with that problem, and I
think one way, for example, that I have been playing around with, and
I have had some discussions with the OMB people about, is to have a
gomplree}(lfnsive form—1I will give you an idea of how the problem could

e solved.
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This shuttle form, and by that, I mean a form that goes back and
forth between the BLS and the respondents. So you would have this
shuttle form and have perforated sections. In the first section, you have
payrolls. So, when it gets the payroll data the respondent tears that
section off and sends it to us.

The second section is, let’s say, sales. When he gets the sale data,
he fills that in, tears it off and sends it to us, and so forth. In the
meantime, he has a file copy, and is tearing off parts of the sheet and
sending them to us. So that whenever he looks at the data that he is
sending in at a given moment in time, he also has the data he has
already sent us earlier to look at. One of the points is that you want
him to make sure that the data are comparable.

Sir, I think there are ways of solving these problems, but I think
that Professor Ruggles’ view that the Government, and I am not
talking about BLS, 1s sorely deficient in analysis is defective. I think
the objective of getting comparable data, while it is a highly desirable
objective, involves a tradeoff with timing, or has up to now. These
are extremely complex problems that we have all been aware of, and
we are struggling with them. In general, we have not provided as much
good data

Senator Proxmire. Yes, but how about the central criticism that
Mr. Ruggles makes, that the wholesale price index overstated the
inflation in 1974 %

Mr, Suskin. I think it did.

Senator Proxmire. Qverstated it to the extent, perhaps, of maybe
even 50 percent or 75 percent. If it did so, we may well have pursued
policies that aggravated unemployment, slowed down growth, and
cost millions of jobs. A

Mr. SaiseiN. I think that is farfetched, that the whole fault of
the economic X

Senator Proxmire. You began to agree with me when I started ask-
ing that question. You nodded when I said it overstated——

Mr. Suiskixn. It did, but we had the finished goods index all the
time.

Senator Proxmire. You don’t remember Arthur Burns or the Chair-
man of the Council of Economic Advisers ever referring to the
finished goods index. _

Mr. Suiskin. They had the CPI, which is an unduplicated index.
It is not that that is all they had to rely on. There are a lot of data
and a lot of great analysts around.

The Chancellor of the Exchequer arrived in this country some
years ago and he asked why we had no balance of payments problems
n the 19th century, and he was told that that was because we didn’t
have any balance of payments statistics in the 19th century. There
are a lot of price statistics around, a lot of wage data around; we
do relate them, and study the relations between them. We can improve
that; I know that. Many of us in all the different agencies have been
discussing ways of improving our work. But to say that the deficiencies
in the WPI are responsible for the failures of economic policy, such
as they were in the past, is farfetched.

Senator Proxaure. Could I ask you, Mr. Ruggles, the June whole-
sale price index showed an increase of 7.5 percent over a year or so
ago. Is it possible that that rise could have been 3 or 4 percent based
on your analysis?
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Mr. RuccLes. To tell you the truth, I worked on the previous period.
I have not looked at the price change in recent months. I think Mr.
Shiskin would be in a better position to answer that than I.

Mr. SHiskiN. I have here in this pile of papers the finished goods
index, and we have made up a dummy release of how we might change
the present WPI, and emphasize more than finished goods index.
I don’t seem to be able to find that, but believe me, it is in here. I
brought it along.

As I remember it, what that shows is, as we all know, the finished
goods index, and I am thinking about a column there which shows
over-the-year changes. For most over-the-year changes, the finished
goods index shows a substantially smaller rate of increase than the
WPI. That has been available to everybody, and the policymakers do
look at that. _ '

The newspapers have not featured that, obviously, but the policy-
makers are fully aware of it, we discuss it with them when we meet
with them.

Senator ProxmMire. Where do you think the policymakers get their
information ; the policymakers in the Congress? Most of us get it from
the newspapers, or watching it on television, or hearing it on radio.
We get it the way everybody else does.

Mr. SHiskIN. But the people who make policy look at these tables.
They have staff reports and they look at them.

Senator Proxmire. They have to see people and live with them.

Mr. SuiskiN. That is why we publish the WP, sir.

Senator Proxmire. Mr. Ruggles, would you have the same criticism
of the GNP deflator?

- Mr. Ruaares. The GNP deflator has a nonduplicative weighting sys-
tem, and it is consistent with the other economic information, but it
does suffer from many of the same problems as the WPI, such as
whether it reports transaction prices and the time lags between ship-
ments and orders. So, it does inherit many of the faults that are basic
to the WPI price data. .

I would like to just add something about the kind of analysis I am
suggesting, because I think there is perhaps a misunderstanding here.
I am not suggesting the kind of analysis that is done by the CEA or
others for policy purposes, or what you might consider judgment. By
analysis, I mean that the collection agencies should be responsible for
obtaining relevant information that is pertinent to understanding
what is going on. As a matter of fact, much of your interrogation with
respect to the unemployment figures typical of what T had in mind.
In other words, we need information to elucidate why a certain thing
is happening, or to break it down into its component parts.

Senator Proxmire, If, for example, at the time Mr. Shiskin had
given us the statistics on the whole price index, in 1973, 1974 or 1975,
in that period if he had accompanied it with an indication of how
enormous the effect of the oil price increase was, and food price in-
creases, to the extent that he could——

Mr. Rucares. Yes; a paper was prepared by Nordhaus that indi-
cated that 90 percent of the wholesale price rise in the 1973-74 period
was due to agriculture, oil, and the prices that were passed along by
industries using these particular things. I think this sort of informa-
tion is extremely useful for people in a policy position,
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Senator Proxmire. I understand that a principal reason for the dif-
ference we have is the confidentiality issue.

Could you explain how the issue of confidentiality in reporting data
is related to the Wholesale Price Index? Why can’t we have a central
directory so that the reports can at least be matched up? Wouldn’t
that solve a big part of the problem?

Mr. RuccrLes. Well, I think it would help. One of the problems, as
you know, is that the industrial directory is put together by the Bu-
reau of the Census on the basis of their reports, and they feel because
it is based upon confidential data they cannot release it to other Gov-
ernment agencies. Therefore, as a coordinating device, it becomes dif-
ficult to use.

I think there are two comments I might make on this. One is that
if in fact we had a Federal statistical system in which the statistical
agencies all had the same disclosure rules, it seems to me that such
information might be shared among them, just as it now is within the
Bureau of the (%ensus. In other words, the industry division and the
wholesale-retail trade division, and so forth, in Census all have access
to the industrial directory, but, say, BLS does not.

The other question is whether all information that is given to the
Census Bureau should actually be considered confidential. In this
country, we do have things like marriage records, births, divorces,
property records, all of which are in the public domain. Many States
publish a directory of companies and businesses operating within that
State. It may well be that we should consider that such a directory is
public information, that the name and address and activity of the
company is really public information.

This would help in allowing the different Federal statistical agen-
cies to bring information together and to use the same system of
classification for establishments, companies, and so on, so that the data
would fit together better than they do now.

I think these are questions that should be debated in the Congress.
It. obviously is a matter for decision by the legislative branch.

Senator Proxmire. Mr. Ruggles, you give us a counsel of despair.
You seem to indicate that there are some things we just cannot do, and
it is a matter of recognizing that we have to accept this. You com-
plain, for example, about the lack of attention to quality improve-
ments, but you don’t show much enthusiasm for the kind of index that
would take into account the quality improvement.

Absent that, the index will show an inflationary bias, will it not ?
What can we do about that?

Mr. Rucerzs. If we get people to understand it——

Senator ProxMIRE. %ut you are not going to get people to un-
derstand it. They will look at it, and a gew people may compensate
for it in their mind, but the general public, which I think is most
important in the inflation reporting, are not going to do it.

Mr. Ruceres. The last time I was before this committee on the sub-
ject of prices, I made the suggestion that you should arbitrarily sub-
tract 2 or 3 percent from the figures every year, not on the ground that
such a subtraction was right, but that it would warn people that the
figures were arbitrary, and the result would probably be better than
the unadjusted figures. When people complained that this would
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destroy confidence in the figures, my reply was that was what it was
intended to do, that one should not have confidence in such figures.

Senator Proxmire. If it is one thing people don’t like to get, it is
good news. The worst thing you can tell a farmer is that he is doing
well. If you tell a housewife that prices aren’t going up, and she has
it better than her mother and grandmother, they don’t want to hear
that. They want to hear it is tough, and life is grim. Unfortunately,
that is the way we are constructed. '

Mr. RuccLes. Yes. :

Senator Proxmire. You said the agency that collects and processes
and reports the data should be responsible for analyzing it. I don’t
think I asked you this fully. Wouldn’t this tend to destroy the credibil-
ity and objectivity which Mr. Shiskin and his predecessor have
enjoyed ?

Mr. Ruceres. No; I don’t think so. What I am really asking for is
research and development on their own data. In other words, they
should know more about the meaning of their own information and
how it relates to other information. This does not mean that they
should make forecasts. It does not mean they should make major
policy decisions. But they should know their business. They shouldn’t
go out and collect a lot of figures and toss them in a publication and
say that anybody who wants to analyze them can do so. In the first
place, no one else has access to the microdata, to disaggregations in
terms of geography, to its relationship to particular establishments,
and the other things needed to process the data intelligently. An anal-
ysis group in the collecting organization that can go over the data and
ask, “Are these things we are reporting really meaningful? Are they
statistically valid? Are they conceptually correct? What other infor-
mation can we get that would check these results?” This is what I
mean by analysis. I don’t mean that the collecting agency should pub-
lish something that says, “The Secretary of the Treasury is completely
wrong in his view about the economy.” That is not an analysis.

Senator Proxmire. Mr. Shiskin, how much of this can you do?

Mr. Suiskin. We do a lot of it now. Let’s take the area that we have
been discussing——

Senator Proxmire. Obviously Mr. Ruggles does not think you do
enough.

Mrg SuiskiN. Let me respond to that. Let's consider the subject
that we have been discussing in the last few years. I submit that there
is nobody or nearly nobody in the United States who knows more
about employment and unemployment figures, what they mean, what
their significance is, than the BLS staff. The articles in the Monthly
Labor Review are superlative. They receive a great deal of attention.
They have analyzed the figures.

What we do here is far more than just recite the figures. We go
into all kinds of questions about their meaning and significance.

Now, let us come to prices. Well, we used to do a lot of analysis in
prices. In the last few years, Mr. Layng and his immediate staff, who
are outstanding analysts, in my judgment, were preoccupied first with
doing the CPI and now in building up the new WPI. But we are
aware of the need to do more and better analysis at BLS. '

‘We do such work, but we don’t do quite as much as we would like to,
I hope we can do more in the next few years, but we do do it, and
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we will do more, and let me say again not only do we do it, but a great
many other people do it.

Let me say again that in terms of the principal point of Mr. Ruggles’

report to the council on wage and price stability, the need to improve
the WPI, we are with him there. We agree with him.
_ Senator Proxmire. I think this has been a most constructive hear-
ing, and I want to thank both of you gentlemen very much. You have
given us a much better picture of where we should be going and how.
I think you have done a splendid job. :

At this point I would like to insert in the hearing record an exchange,
of correspondence relating to this hearing between Professor Ruggles.
and myself.

[The correspondence follows :] o

U.S. SENATE,
Washington, D.C., June 15, 1977.
Professor RICHARD RUGGLES,
Yale University,
Department of Economics,
New Haven, Conn. .

DEAR.PBOFESSOB RuceLES : Thanks so much for your letter and your excellent
suggestion that we should hold hearings soon on price measurement.

Your assertion that the changes in the BLS will, at best, be marginal and be
felt only in the long run that the most pressing problems of integrating price
data with corresponding output, employment and productivity data will remain
unchanged is very troubling.

We'll get right to work on this and arrange the hearings as soon as possible.

Sincerely,
WILLIAM PROXMIRE.

YALE UNIVERSITY,
DEPARTMENT OF ECONOMICS,

5 New Haven, Conn., June 3, 1977.
Hon. WIiLLIAM PROXMIRE,
~ U.S. Senate,

Washington, D.C.

DEAR SENATOR PrRoxMIBE: In June 1975 when Albert Rees was Director of the
Council on Wage and Price Stability, he asked me to undertake a review and
evaluation of the Wholesale Price Index. I agreed to do tthis provided that I had
(1) the full cooperation of the Bureau of Labor Statistics ; and (2) the support
of the National Bureau of Economic Research, Both these conditions were met;
I have now completed this review and have given the final report to the Council
on Wage and Price Stability.

From my past appearances in testifying in hearings before you, I know that
you are deeply concerned about the adequacy of the statistical data on which our
economic policy is based. I also understand that you bear responsibility for the
review of the operation of the Council on Wage and Price Stability and have been
involved with matters relating to the Bureau of Labor Statistics. I am writing’
to you, therefore, to raise questions which I feel should be brought to the atten-
tion of the Congress and the public—questions which will otherwise be buried
within the executive branch by day to day operating problems and by the con-
flicts of interest of the different federal agencies which are involved.

A brief summary of my findings is enclosed, but this summary does not go into’
the implications of the findings as they relate to current economic policy, or how
price measurement can be improved given the very real problems of privacy, re-
porting burden and the decentralized nature of the federal statistical system.

In light of my recent conversations with the Council on Wage and Price Sta-
bility, the Bureau of Labor Statistics, the Council of Economie Advisers, the
Statistical Policy Division of OMB, and the Bureau of the Census, I do not see
any prospect of significant action to correct the major existing deficiencies in
the measurement and analysis of the inflationary process. The BLS is currently
in the process of improving the Wholesale Price Index through better coverage
and the use of probability sampling, and will, I feel certain, use the findings of the
study I have just completed as support for obtaining additional funds. But the
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effects of the changes being undertaken by the BLS will at best be marginal,
and they will be felt only in the long run (i.e. 5 to 10 years). The central and
most pressing problem of integrating price data with corresponding output, em-
ployment and productivity data will remain untouched.

Certainly one of today’s central problems is how to develop economic policies
which will, on the one hand, reduce inflation, and, on the other hand, increase
employment and stimulate economic growth. The existing wholesale price index
does considerable damage because it provides the public with misleading infor-
mation, and this in turn results in support for economic policies which may result
in more inflation, more unemployment and slower growth.

For these reasons, I would hope that Congressional hearings could again be
held on the problem of price measurement. You may recall that in the first
session of the Eighty-seventh Congress (January 1961) hearings were held by -
the Sub-committee on Economic Statistics on the report of the “Price Statistics
Review Committee” of the National Bureau of Economic Research. This report
was known as the “Stigler” report. George Stigler was chairman, and both
Rees and I served on the committee. I had been responsible for writing the sec-
tion of the report dealing with the Wholesale Price Index. Although many of
the recommendations relating to consumer prices were later implemented by
BLS, the recommendations relating to wholesale prices were generally ignored.
It was on this basis that Rees asked me to take another look 15 years later.

If Joint Economic Committee hearings could be held at this time, they would
not only serve to focus much needed attention on the problem of price measure-
ment in its relation to economic policy, but they would also be useful to the
Congress in its review of the statistical programs of the different agencies.

In all fairness to both the Council on Wage and Price Stability and the Bureau
of Labor Statisties, I would like to acknowledge that they have been highly
cooperative and extremely helpful in the review and evaluation of the ‘Whole-
sale Price Index. The unfortunate reality that no appropriate action can be
expected to take place is primarily a result of the decentralized nature of the
federal statistical system, rather than the failure of any single agency ; it is no
one’s specific responsibility.

I am, of course, writing this letter as a private individual, rather than as
either a consultant to federal agencies or a staff member of the National Bureau
of Economic Research. My concern arises from my belief that, unless some out-
side forces are brought to bear, price measurement by federal agencies will not
be substantially changed, and therefore economic policies which are based upon
these price measurements may be seriously Alawed.

" Should you wish any additional information, I am at the disposal of you and
your staff. I understand that the Council on Wage and Price Stability will be
sending you a complete copy of my report as soon as it is reproduced.

Sincerely yours, '

RICHARD RUGGLES.
Enclosure.

SUMMARY OF THE REVIEW AND EVALUATION OF THE WHOLESALE PRICE INDEX

(By Richard Ruggles)

A draft of “The Review and Evaluation of the Wholesale Price Index” was
submitted to an NBER advisory committee which met to discuss it on January 15,
1977. On the basis of their comments and additional comments provided by the
Bureau of Labor Statistics and the draft report was revised and was given to the
Council on Wage and Price Stability on March 15, 1977. :

The report concluded that the wholesale price index and the price data on
which it is based are widely used and constitute a centrally important set of
economic data. It was further concluded, however, that there was a number of
major deficiencies which seriously impair the usefulness of the index. These are
as follows:

1. The scope and coverage of the wholesale price index is inadequate for the
uses made of it. The index currently covers agriculture, mining and manufac-
turing prices; most of the agriculture prices are provided by the Department
of Agriculture and only about 25 percent of the 4-digit SIC industries—consti-
tuting about half of total production—are adequately covered. The wholesale
price index should be changed to be an industrial sector price index covering
only mining and manufacturing and the collection of price data should be ex-
panded to provide adequate coverage.
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2. The classification system used for the wholesale price index is inappropriate.
Rather than using a unique classification system for the wholesale price index
which can only be transformed into the Standard Industrial Classification System
with some difficulty and ambiguity, the Bureau of Labor Statistics (a) should
move directly to the Standard Industrial Classification System and (b) should
develop a stage-of-processing sectoring based on input-output relationships.

3. The lack of integration between wholesale data, and other economic
data, such as production, employment, orders and inventories, impairs the analyti-
cal usefulness of these related bodies of data published by the various agencies in
the Federal statistics system. A systematic effort is needed to integrate these
various series at the micro and aggregate level.

4. The present intermingling of shipment and order prices results in data
which are difficult to interpret. As is shown in the table below some of the price

data refer to order prices and some to shipment prices and the order-to-shipment
lags very considerably.

RELATION OF SHIPMENT AND ORDER PRICES 1 TO TIME LAG BETWEEN ORDERS AND SHIPMENTS

Shipment

Order prices prices Unknown Tota

Spot or shelf 16 7 8 31
1 week to 1 month 51 86 7 144
l1moto3mo._. 113 103 33 249
3moto6mo._. 42 4 11 57
6motolyr ___ 34 0 0 34
1 yror more.... 12 0 0 12
Unknown. oo 17 51 34 102

Total. o e 285 251 93 629

1 Based on 1-14 sample drawn from WPI observations—mid 1976.

This suggests that Bureau of Labor Statistics needs to give greater attention
to whether it is collecting order prices or shipment prices and additional informa-
tion is also needed on order to shipment lags. It is not correct to deflate current
shipment values by current order prices and conversely shipment prices may not
serve as early warnings of price inflation if there is a lengthy order to shipment
lag and no escalation provision.

5. In some instances wholesale price data fail to capture changes in transaction
prices. As a result in some cases the wholesale price index does not show the
softening of price increases which may occur in a period of over supply or declin-
ing economic activity and conversely, it may underestimate the increase in price
with increasing economic activity and tightening up of supplies. Although no
single source of information can be relied upon to provide transaction prices,
monitoring a number of different types of price information—i.e., purchasers’
prices, net realized prices, unit values, etc.—can help keep track of the direction
and magnitude of the bias involved.

6. The current use of specification pricing and the manner in which new
products are brought into the wholesale price index results in measures which
deal inadequately with quality change taking place in various commodities.
Hedonic price measurements and the use of functional specifications may in
certain cases be helpful, but as in the case of transaction price indexes what is
required is the exploration of a number of different methods which can be used
to develop adjustment factors. In view of the growing use of price indexes for
escalation of contracts and wages, an understatement of quality change and the
consequent overstatement of price change may have serious effects on the behavior
of the economic system.

7. The system of weighting wholesale price data by the Bureau of Labor
Statistics results in general price indexes which are misleading. The use of
value of shipment weights to combine commodity price data into aggregate price
indexes results in overweighting raw material input and intermediate outputs.
As a consequence the behavior of the general wholesale price index unduly
reflects the behavior of these commodities. In order to develop appropriate price
indexes for different levels of aggregation—e.g., 7-digit, 5-digit product class,
4-digit industry and 2-digit industry, a system of net output weights should be
used which would weight the commodity price data by the amount of the com-
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modity sold outside of the grouping for which the price index is being compiled.
In addition to indexes based on net output weighting it would also be useful to
compile value added price indexes from input prices and output prices at a
fairly detailed industry level.

8. The use of judgmental data collection by the Bureau of Labor Statistics
rather than probability sampling prevents statistical estimation of sampling
errors and reduces the efficiency of the collection effort. A sampling frame is
needed as a basis for developing a probability sample; this already exists in
other statistical agencies of the Federal Government and it should be obtained
through cooperation with them.

Senator Proxmire. The committee will stand adjourned.
[Whereupon, at 12:15 p.m., the committee adjourned, subject to the
call of the Chair.]
O



